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Mr. LEIGH said he wished the Senate, and especially 
his friends who concurred with him in sentiment on this 
very peculiar and important question, to understand that 
private cares, from which he could not withdraw his mind, 
had alonerevented him from giving that undivided atten- P 	 g o 
tion to the subject which would have enabled him to call 
it up for consideration at an earlier day. 

He said the resolution of the 28th March, 1834, decla-
ring " that the President, in the late executive proceedings 
in relation to the revenue, had assumed upon himself au-
thority and power riot conferre;l ty tho Constitution and 
laws, but in derogation of both," presented, in itself, two, 
questions ter consideration : 1st. Whether the proposi- 
tion there affirmed was just and true, in point of fact and 
in point of law ? and, 2d. Whether it was within the con-
stitutional competency of the Senate to entertain such It 
resolution, and to determine upon it ? And it was upon 
the negation of these two points, for reasons set out in the 
preamble, that the gentleman from Missouri founded the 
proposition now made, to expunge the resolution from the 
journal. Now, (said Mr. Lmlon,) it is most obvious, that 
if the gentleman had proposed a preamble and resolution, 
reciting that the resolution of March, 1834, was false and 
unjust in fact and in law ; that it was an assumption of 
the powers of the House of Representatives; an impeach-
ment, trial, and prejudication of the President, on a crimi-
nal charge ; and resolving, therefore, that the resolution 
he rescinded—this would have been as strong a censure of 
the resolution, as effectual an exoneration of the Presi-
dent from all blame, as effectual an expression of that sen-
tence of condemnation, which, we are told, the People 
have pronounced on our conduct, and of the judgment im-
puted to them, of acquittal and approbation of the Presi-
dent, as this resolution to expunge the entry of the former 
resolution from the journal. No one doubts the constitu-
tional right of the Senate to rescind the resolution of 
March, 1834, ifit really think the proceeding a usurpation 
of power, incompatible with our duties, unjust in fact and 
in law, and mischievous. And his mind must be strange-
ly constituted, who does not see that the right of the Se-
nate to expunge the resolution from the journal is, to say 
the least, questionable. The very argument of the gentle-
man from Missouri on the point, and much more that of 
my colleague, evince that, even in their own sense, the 
right is not free of doubt ; that of my colleague seemed to 
me to betray not a little skepticism. The known, the re-
corded hesitancy of many Senators at the last session, as 
to the right ofexpunging, who were ready and desirous to 
rescind, ought, I should think, to satisfy gentlemen that 
the right to expunge is, at best, doubtful. Why, then, is 
that course, as to the constitutionality of which there is no 
question, and which would present the whole merits of the 
contested resolution for consideration, relinquished, and 
this course, the constitutionality of which even its advo-, 
cates, though they have reasoned themselves into a belief 
that it is right, must, I presume, admit to be somewhat 
questionable, preferred and resorted to ? 

" Expunge," says the gentleman from Missouri, " ex-
punge is the word"—because it serves to fix a mark of dis-
grace on the conduct of the Senate—because it condemns 
not only our resolution, but our motives—because it pro-
nounces sentence on the Senate (CO a reward to the Presi-
dent) of " dishonor, denunciation, stigma, infamy;" because 
t 0  it is the only word that can render adequate justice to 
that man who has done more for the human race than any 
other mortal who has ever lived in the tide of time ;" and 
because, says my honorable colleague, (if I rightly appre-
hend his meaninu,) the Senate is irresp onsible  the most tires e o able 
body in this Government; for 	 conceive  y 	 , or I can 	no reason for 
this allegation of irresponsibility against the Constitution of 
the Senate, in the present debate, but to show the wisdom 
and necessity of humbling it, or to rouse against it the in-
dignation and jealousy of the Public, which may stand in 
place of a reason for the proposed sentence of condemnation. 

As to the panegyric on the President, I shall only 
say. for the present, that if he desires this poor triumph over 
his political opponents—a triumph more humiliating to him-
self, in truth, than to them—as Cato's image, drawn in 
Cusar's train, detracted nothing from the fame of the dead 
patriot, but only showed the pusillanimity of the victor-
" ignobly vain and impotently great;" this alone would be 
sufficient to evince that he deserves no such panegyric. I 
agree with the gentleman from Missouri, that the Presi-
dent's name and memory will live as long as the history of 
these times shall be extant : but, whether they will live for 
honor and gratitude, or for contempt and detestation—
whether he shall be regarded, in aftertimes, as the bene-
factor of his country, or as the destroyer of its free institu-
tions—whether his history shall be written by some future 
Plutarch, or by a Tacitus or Sallust—whether his name 
and deeds shall be the theme of immortal praise, or " damn'd 
to everlasting fame;" this, let me tell the gentleman from 
Missouri, it is no more within his competency to decide or 
foresee, than it is within mime. All-trying Time can alone 
determine. - Henry VIII. was lauded, during his life, for 
piety, generosity, and justice, and James I. for his wisdom; 
Cicero paid the forfeit of his life for his patriotism and vir-
tue; and John De Witt was torn in pieces by the People, to 
whose service, to the establishment of whose civil liberty 
and republican institutions, he had devoted his whole life 
and his great abilities. But History has been impartial. 

I am sorry my honorable colleague thought it proper, on 
this occasion, to denounce the Senate as the most irrespon-
sible body in this Government. I must say, that it is of a 
piece with the denunciations of the Senate, that have been, 
for some time, going the round of the ministerial newspa-
pers. It is truly astonishing to methat any statesman 
should entertain such an opinion. The President, wield-
ing the whole of the vast patronage of this Government, 
and being,in the nature hr ut of things, the head of the domi-
nant party for the time being, is, in every practical view, 
far less responsible than the Senate ; and, if the gentleman's 
opinions of the constitutional powers and rights of the Ex-
ecutive be correct, I shall show him, before I have done, 
that the President is absolutely irresponsible. 

But, if my colleague founds this allegation of irresponsi-
bility against the Constitution of the Senate on the length 
of its term of service, I think lie must admit, upon his own 
principles, that the judiciary is yet more irresponsible; and 
therefore, I apprehend, that when the Senate shall be dis-
posed of, when it shall be reduced to insignificance and 
utter inefficiency, the constitution of the judiciary depart-
mont will be taken up for subversion under pretext of re-
form. Indeed, the note of war against it has already been 
sounded. I presume my honorable colleague will not deny 
that this alleged irresponsibility ofthe Senate, ifit exist., is 
ordained by the Constitution ; and then, I ask hits, whether 
to stigmatize the Senate for that cause, to point public jea-
lousy and indignation against it, to degrade, to humble it 
at the foot ofthe Presidential throne, is not an attempt, so 
far forth it o 	as it may work, to effect 	 ch ange i n the a practical chap e m Y 	 } 
constitution of the Senate? and this for the very reason 
that it has 	 but approved its fc 	fulfilling 	g el a gable of fulfilhn (though PP 	 1 n( 
for a brief s pace the purposes  of its institution • namely,  T 	) 	 , 
exercising a check on the Executive power and on the n of a- , 
tional )O 	 Legislature. 	 I 1 	ular branch of the Le c 	Ialature. If the Senate be . I p 	 e 
not sufficiently re sponsible, that may l 

remedy for this 
 be  a good reason for 

' resorting to the direct rem 	f 	's vi 

	

e 	n ice in theovm•- G n 
,tent o and proposing an amendment of the Constitution ; ^ 

but it is no reason for fixing a stigma upon it, or for rous-
ing the r€sentmentand indignation of the Public against it. 
And it was with surprise and chagrin that I heard my eel-
league urge this imputed irresponsibility of the Senate, in 
an argument to show the propriety of setting a mark of ig-
nominy on any of its proceedings. 

The constitutional question involved in the proposition 
to expunge the resolution of March, 1834, lies, in truth, in 
a very narrow compass—whether such expunction be 
consistent with the provision of the Constitution, that 
" each House s/iall keep a journal of its proceedings, and 
from time to time publish the same, excepting such parts 
as may, in theirj udgment, require secrecy ; and the yeas and 
nays of the members of either House, on any question, 
shall, at the desire of one-fifth of those present, be entered 
on the journal ?" I stand on the supremacy of the Consti-
tution, and the lslain meaning and intent of the express re-
quisition, that the Senate L° shall keep a journal of its pro-
ceedings ;" and my task is to expose the fallacy of those 
glosses, by which the advocates of the expunging process 
would persuade us to avoid the constitutional provision, and 
defeat its purpose. 

My honorable colleague told us with admirable gravity 
that, as it has been the known, invariable, and indispensable 
practice of every legislative body to keep a journal of its 
proceedings, the constitutional injunction upon each House 
of Congress to keep a journal, taken substantively by itself, 
is wholly supererogatory; and that every legislative body 
has an absolute discretion over its own journal, inherent in 
the very nature of parliamentary institutions; an unlimit-
ed right to niche what disposition in respect to thnm it 
tflint sera oI, aii --,.say exerc+yamsuch discretion at any time; 
which he did riot attempt to prove by argument, but only 
to establish by precedents. And so he concluded, very 
logically, that we have a right to expunge the entry of this 
offensive resolution from the journal ofthe session of 1833-
'34. Never have I read or heard any thing put in the form 
of argument, that was so perfect a specimen of the petitio 
principii. The gentleman has begged the whole question. 
He has stated the propositions it was his duty to prove as 
postulate; and then concluded to the very propositions he 
had taken for granted. Give him his premises; grant that 
the constitutional requisition that we shall keep a journals 
supererogatory, and so of no effect ; allow him to expunge 
those words from the Constitution; and grant, too, that 
every Legislative body, the two Houses of Congress not 
excepted, has an absolute, unlimited discretion to do what 
it thinks proper with its journal, and then I myself should 
not controvert the conclusion, that we may expunge this 
entry of the resolution of March, 1834, from our journal. 
But he cannot show a right to expunge this entry from our 
journal, unless he can show a right to expunge the injunc-
tion to keep the journal from the Constitution. 

When gentlemen propose to expunge the resolution of 
March, 1834, from the journal of that session of the Senate, 
what do they mean by expunging? The English verb to ex-
punge has (according to Dr. Johnson) only two senses; 1. to 
blot out, rub out ; 2. to efface, annihilate. The word is used 
metaphorically, when, in any thing written for the purpose 
of being fairly copied or printed, a word or passage is struck 
out by running the pen through it, which prevents it from 
being copied or printed, and so expunges it in effect. It is in 
this sense that Swift uses it in the passage quoted by John-
son as an example. " Neither do they remember the many 
alterations, additions, and expungings, made by great au-
thors, in those treatises which they prepare for publication." 
But in this sense gentlemen do not mean to expunge our 
resolution from the journal; they do not profess an inten-
tion or wish so to expunge it; in truth, they cannot so 
expunge it, for it has been already printed and published. 

Can the resolution be expunged from the journal, in the 
true literal acceptation of the phrase, without a violation of 
the Constitution? The argument is, that the injunction 
upon each House of Congress to keep a journal is simply 
a requisition to make one, which is to be printed and pub-
lished, and is to be made only for the purpose of being 
published ; that, after the publication, the duty to keep the 
journal is at an end; the printed copy is the journal—the 
manuscript copy is •functus officio—it is mere waste paper—
and the keeping of the original manuscript is only matter 
of form. If this be true, what is it? I ask, in the name 
of common sense, what is it gentlemen areroposing to 
do? Not to expunge an entry from tire journal of a for-
mer session of the Senate, but only to deface a piece of 
Waste paper they have fund in the Secretary's office, 

.-which they, or the Secretary, or any body else that can lay 
his hands upon it, may destroy without fault or blame; 
which they might carry to the President, lay it at his feet, 
and invite him to trample upon this cast-away memorial of 
the transactions of the refractory Senate, or throw it into 
the flames, or order it to be burnt by the common hang- 
man ; which any man may, without fault or hazard, the 
moment after the expunging process shall be completed, 
tear in pieces, and give to the winds. Do gentlemen seri-
ously desire to expunge the resolution from the journal, in 
effigy ? Can they really think that expunging in this 
wise, defacing a piece of waste paper, " is the only word 
that can render adequate justice to that man who has 
done 0 more for the human race than any other mortal Y r m 1 who 
has lived in s bed ' 2 n What an a the tide of time . W 	appropriate act 
to signalize their real estimate of the merits they so highly 
extol ! What a glorious triumph, what a pleasing gratifi-
cation, must this " avenging word expunge," thus under. 
stood and applied, afford to the President! 

But what, in truth, is the journal of the Senate ? The 
original manuscript journal, made out from the minutes of 
our proceedings, according to the rules and orders of the 
Senate, read over every morning, amended and corrected 
if erroneous, and finally deposited in our archives ? or, the 
numerous printed copies, made front a copy furnished by 
the Secretary to the public printer, distributed to members 
of Congress, to the federal, executive, and legislative offi-
ces, the State Governments, foreign ministers, universities, 
and public libraries? Gentlemen say, the printed copy; 
because, forsooth, a printed copy of the journal published 
by authority is received as primary evidence in the courts 
of justice. True, it has been held to be so admissible ; 
but this is on a principle of general convenience; because 
the printed copy is very seldom erroneous, and its accuracy 
is hardly ever questioned or questionable; and because, to re-
quire an exemplification or an examined sworn copy, in every 
case in which such a document may be wanting for evidence, 
would lead to unnecessay delays, trouble, and expense. 
But to bring this question to a plain decisive test: Suppose 
the journal of the Senate should be offered as evidence of 
any right or claim, and it should be alleged that the print-
ed copy published by authority varies from the original 
manuscript journal, and this should be made to appear by 
an inspection of the original : which would be respecter!, 
the printed copy or the original manuscript journal? No 
one who has the least notion of the law of evidence will 
hesitate for the answer. The original manuscript journal 
is the evidence which the court must respect. 

The printed editions of the Constitution and laws of the 
United States, published by authority, are resorted to as 
evidence oft_he law in all the courts ofjustice of the Union, 
State and Federal. Is it to be, therefore, inferred that the 
original manuscript enrolments of them are no longer of 
any use That the laws having been made, printed, and 
published by authority, there is no longer any duty to keep 
the rolls ofparchment on which they are written? That 
they may be effaced, mutilated, or destroyed, or applied to 
any purpose to which they can be applicable as the Monks.' 
i 	ages 	 1 r n the dark a wes used the pare tm,nts on which the Latin 
classics were w4tten, for inditing their own worthless 
treatises of theology. 

There are two facts in the history of our legislation which 
furnish a most apt and perfect illustration of this part of the 
subject. 

In Bioren's edition of the Constitution and laws of the i 
United States, published by authority, and daily resorted to ^ 

for evidence of the law, in all our courts ofjustice, there is 
found a 13th amendment of the Constitution, ordaining 
that " if any citizen of the United States shall accept, 
claim, receive, or retain any title of nobility or honor, or 
shall, without consent of Congress, accept and retain any 
present, pension, office, or emolument, of any kind wliatso-
ever, from any emperor, king, prince, or foreign power, I 

 such person shall cease to be a citizen of the United States, 
and shall be incapable of holding any office of trust or pro-
fit under them, or either of them." But we all know that ' 
this is not a part ofthe Constitution, that it has not been 

fi 	sufficient 	 tnh 	States to m ratified by a sufh tc.tt nu . er of 	make it so. And S a 	a 
I see that in the copies of the Constitution printed under 

and furnished to the the superintendence of our Secretary , 	 utI P 	 Y, an  
l members of the Senate, it has been, very properly, wholly 

omitted. Now suppose that any man should receive and 
retain a im exam- present from a foreign otentate: suppose, fore a  P 	 5 P  

I 	 (there is no want of courtesy le my ignorable colleague 	t re 	o P 	Y 	 ( g 
in making the su rosition since no one can believe the PF 	 e ' during his embassy to Fran:, ease possible in fact) had, c urn ^ 	t 	y o 	,  

received a present from Louis Philippe, and retained it for 
his own use, and his citizenship and capacity for  p ublic office 
should be drawn in question,and impugned on that ground, 
and the fa r t t should be proved by incontestable ble evidence. I . 
ask him to tell me what ought to be thought of the judges who 
should take and apply to his case that 13th amendment of 
the Constitution, printed in Bioron's edition of the laws, 
published by authority, and deny him all recourse to the 
evidence which the journals of the State Legislatures 
would afford, that this provision is not a part of the Consti- 
tution ? 

At the last session of Congress, there was a bill that 
passed one House,l:utwas not, in fact, passed by the other; 
yet, through inadvertence, it was enrolled, signed by the 
President of the Senate and by the Speaker of the other 
House, and actually approved and signed by the President. 
The mistake (as I understand) was discovered before the 
acts of the session were printed and published. But sup- 

e the discovery had not been so timely made, and the 
al had been °printed and published by authority ; this, 
surely, would not have been of force to make that a law 
which had received the assent of only one branch of the 
Legislature. But the truth could nowise be ascertained 
but by an examination of the journal. It may be said, in-
deed, that the truth would equally appear by tin inspection 
of the printed copy as of the manuscript original. And 
this would be true enough, upon the supposition that the 
printed journal is an exact copy ofthe manuscript, and ca-
pable of being verified by a comparison with it ; but if eve 
shall assert and exercise aright to expunge any entry f -e-7 
Ax: =.'•.c_-eptjo ,arnal, and thereby .o prevent the Inser-
tion of it in the printed copy, we shall take away all faith, 
all confidence, all certainty, from the printed journal; and 
if we shall establish the doctrine, that the original manu-
script need not be preserved for a moment after the print-
ing and publication of it, by what possible means shall 
the true history of our proceedings be ascertained ? If the 
act I have mentioned, which, though passed by only one 
House, was enrolled and signed by the presiding officers of 
both Houses, and approved by the President, should be 
adduced, with all these evidences of authority upon it, as 
the foundation of any right claimed under it, and it should 
be objected that the act never received the assent of the 
Senate, the answer would be plausible, if not conclusive, 
that, for aught that appears, the Senate may have expung-
ed the entry of its assent to the act, after it had been per-
fected by the approbation of the President, and that the act 
must be regarded as law. The answer certainly could not 
be refuted by an appeal to any authentic written evidence. 
I beseech gentlemen to reflect upon the possible conse-
quences of this " avenging" process of expunging—what 
doubts it may bring upon the evidence of our proceedings 
—how it may impair the authority of our acts—how it may, 
perchance, have the effect of giving authority to acts as 
laws, which, in truth, have never been passed. 

The original manuscript journal is the journal; that 
journal which the Constitution commands us to keep. But 
gentlemen insist that the constitutional provision, that 
" each House shall Iceep a journal," imports only that they 
shall make one, without requiring that they shall preserve it. 

This Anglo-Saxon word to creep is generally used in it 
strict literal sense, and then always imports to preserve, and 
nothing else or more. It is used in divers metaphorical 
senses, which, from frequency, have the appearance, at first 
view, of being literal; but it always imports the idea of 
preservation or indefinite continuation, intended, request-
ed, or commanded. It is never used as synonymous with 
snaking any thing. Every child of three years old knows, 
when his mother tells him to keep any thing, that she means 
he is to take care ofit. The very instances stated by the 
gentleman from Missouri serve to show that to keep does 
not mean to make, but to preserve or to continue indefinitely. 
Take a few of the least obvious of them for specimens 
" To keep company," does not mean to make the com-
pany one keeps, but to frequent one or more persons, often 
and habitually, not to pay a single casual visit. " To keep 
a mill" means not to teaks the mill, or to make the grain 
to be ground, or to grind the grain, but to take care of the 
mill, attend to the working of it, preserve the corn for 
grinding, and, after it is ground, preserve the meal for use. 

To keep a store," or " to keep a bar," most certainly does 
not mean to ouch-,' the Broods or time liquors, nor (as he sup-
poses) simply to sell them ; it means to take care of the 
goods for sale, sell them, and preserve the proceeds for " 
further use. 

But Iet us fesort to better authority than either the gen-
tleman or I can pretend to be. The English translation of 
the Bible is one of the best authorities we have in the lan-
guage for the meaning, propriety, and purity of words and 
phrases ; it is " the well of English undefiled." This word 
keep is very often used in Holy Writ, and always imports 
the idea of ca?•CPui preservation or endless indefinite con-
tinuation. " The Lord's portion is his people ; Jacob is 
the lot of his inheritance. He found him in it desert land, 
and in the waste-howling wilderness ; he led him about, he 
instructed him, he kept him as the apple of his eye." " Ex-
cept the Lord keep the city, the watchman walketla about 
in vain." t° Holy father, keep through thine own name 
those thou v ou hest given me ,  that the m ay g 	^ 	 Y Y be one as we are.  

'Vhi ti le I was with them in the world , I kept them in thy Y 
name. All thou gayest me I have kept, and none of them 
is lost but the sons of perdition." " Hold fast the form of 
sound words which thou hast heard from me, in faith and 
love, which is in Jesus Christ. That good thing which 
was committed unto thee, keep by the Holy Ghost." So, 
in the catechism of the Protestant Episcopal Church, the 
child is taught, as part of his duty to his neighbor, " to keep 
his hands from picking and stealing, and his tongue from 
evil-speaking, lying, and slandering." No one would be 
willing that his children should be taught that they are not 
bound to keep themselves steadily in the practice of hon-
esty, truth, and charity throughout their lives, and under 
all temptations ; that they may cast them off whenever it 
may stilt their convenience or gratify their passions. One 
more instance, taken from Locke : " If we would weigh 
and keep in our minds what vve are considering, that 
would instruct when we should or should not branch into 
distinctions." 

Our business is to ascertain the meaning of the phrase 
used in the Constitution, which expressly requires us to 
keep a journal of our proceedings. Gentlemen say this 
only requires us to make a journal, and to print and publish 
it, but not, after having made and published it, to preserve 
it also. To give even a plausible color to this construction, 
gentlemen should at least have shown that there can be no 
possible use in preserving the original manuscript journal 
after the publication of the printed copies. But this they 
have not attempted, nor (apparently) even thought of. 1 
say that, to keep a journal means to make one, and to pre-
serve the very journal made ; and I have shown the reason, 
the use, the necessity for doing so. 

For the meaning of the phrase, in common speech, we 
may safely confide in Johnson. A journal is " an account 
kept of daily transactions." And the example is extracted 
from Hayward on Edward VI.—" Edward kept a most ju-
dicious journal of all the principal passages of the affairs of 
his estate." If that precocious Prince only made, and took 
no care to preserve his journal, how came Hayward to know 
that he made one, and a most judicious one ? 

The technical parliamentary meaning of the phrase is 
ascertainable without difficulty and beyond all doubt. The 
kindred phrases—to keep the rolls, to keep the records, 
keeper ofthe rolls, keeper ofthe records—all imply the duty 
of most careful preservation. But I find a conclusive au-
thority in a passage of the printed speech of the gentleman 
from Missouri himself. " The clerk of the English House 
of Commons was the keeper of the journal, and lie took an 
oath to snake true entries, remembrances, and journals of 
the things done and passed in the House of Commons. As 
far back as 1641, the clerk was moved against for suffer-
ing his journals, or papers conemitled to his trust, to be tak-
en by members of the House from the table, and it was de-
clared that the clerk, who is the sworn officer, and entrust-
ed with the entries and time custody of the records of the 
House, ought not to coffer any journal or record to be tak-
en from the table, or out of his custody; and if he shall 
hereafter do it, after this warning, that at his peril he shall 
do it." This account is truly taken from IIatsell; and it 
proves, clearly, that the duty of kee ping the journal, im-
posed on the clerk, was the duty both of making up the 
journal, faithfully and truly, and of preserving the journal 
so made , care ful ly , in his w custody. And atsell else- I , 	h is own 	y 
cohere informs us that in January, 1661, upon information 
given to the Commons, " thatthe cleric of the Lords' House 
permitted the original rolls of acts of Parliament to be car-
ried to t he rimer, and that t the were ripped ed in piece s , an , l  o 	e 	a 	t 	I 	 , t- 

	

P 	, 	they 	IP 	I 	,. 
blotted and abused ,  and in danger of being embezzled or al- , 
tered, it was ordered that a message be sent to the Lords to 

to desire themt.I U  tv€ orders that these rolls may be Ic 1e tt in the 
office ,  and not delivered to the printer, but that true co ies > 	 printer, 	 P 	, 
fairly written and e.xemined and attested, may he delis creel  

to him." 1 know not what has been the practice here, in 
this particular; but I hope our rolls are never sent to the 
printer. I presume our acts are printed from the engrossed 

t v 	previously  bills, from which the enr .ments have been 

	

e 	 p 	y 
made. ` -  

My honorable colleague says that the constitutional re-
quisition to keep a journal of our proceedings is mere mat-
ter of inducement to the requisition immediately following 
in the same sentence, to publishthe same from time to time; 
so that we are bound to beep, only for the purpose of pub-
lishing, and, when we have published, our whole duty is 
fulfilled. Indeed ! He finds two positive injunctions in the 
Constitution respecting the same thing, and thinks he may 
absolve himself from the obligation of the first, by comply-
ing with the last ! This is a novel specimen of that kind 
of ingenuity by which constitutions and laws have been 
made to mean any thing, every thing, nothing. 

The verbal criticism into which I have entered may have 
appeared to some gentlemen trivial, and to many superflu-
ous ; but I hope it will be remembered that I have entered 
into it only for the purpose of exposing the fallacy of other 
verbal criticisms, by which the plain meaning of the plain 
words office Constitution has been obfuscated, and the duty 
it imposes sought to be avoided. If I have ascertained the 
true meaning of the constitutional provision, that " each 
House shall keepa journal of its proceedings;" if that re-
quires us to make and preserve a journal— a fair and full, 
not a false journal, garbled, mutilated, or defaced; and if 
he original manuscript be the journal, the question, one 

,• mind think, is at an end- But no ; precedents have been 
brought to bear uP J on the subject—forced indeed, into the 
rvic — . sc 	e the authority of which, it is supposed, will out- 

weigh the conclusions of reason. 
The precedents of expunging entries from the journals 

of eith 	 by 	 vi 

	

et House ofthe English Parliament can, y I o 	- 0 
lence, be made applicable to the purpose. The journals of 
the two Houses of Parliament are kept in pursuance of a 
simple order of each House; and in the expunging of any 
entry from the journal of either, the House merely disre-
gards its own order, which, as it was ordained by its 
own several authority, may, by its several authority, 
too, be suspended, avoided, or contravened, at its dis-
cretion. The duty of time two Houses of Congress to keep 
it journal of their proceedings, is imposed by the Constitu-
tion; by the sovereign authority, whose commands neither 
branch ofthe Legislature, nor the whole Legislature, is 
competent to annul or dispense with. The rules, orders, 
and usages, by which each House of the British Parlia-
ment governs itself, are not law, in the absolute sense of 
the word, much less constitutional law. But the rules pre-
scribed to the two Houses of Congress by the Constitution 
are part of(what Bacon justly and happily calls) the leges 
legusni—the laws by which the Legislature itself, and the 
laws it makes, are governed, controlled, and linited. Mr. 
Jefferson says, in the preface to his Manual, that " the law 
of proceedings in the Senate is composed of the precepts of 
the Constitution, the regulations ofthe Senate, and, where 
these are silent, of the rules of Parliameril±" and this is 
quoted as a warrant for appealing to parliamentary prece-
dents,on a point where the Constitution is not silent!—where 
its precept is express, plain, and positive ! 

It is true that, in the theory and practice of the British 
Government, the Parliament is omnipotent : the Con-
stitution itself may be changed by the act of the three es-
tates, King, Lords, and Commons concurring. And gen-
tlemen think they have found an act of Parliament, where-
by the House of Commons is required to keep a journal of 
its proceedings ; and thence they infer that the precedents 
of expunging entries from itsjournal by order ofthe House 
are an authority for us to expunge an entry from our jour-
nal. The statute they allude to is that off, Henry VIII. ell. 
16, which recites that many members of the House ofCom-
mons left their places before the end of the session, and that 
man great and weighty Matters were usual ly enacted at many  a Y Y 
the end ofthe session; and therefore enacts that " rto mem-
ber shall depart without license, to be entered c,f record in 
the book of the Parliament, appointed, or to be appointed, 
for the Couunons' House," upon pain offorfeiting his wages, 
payable by his county, &c. Now, it is plain that it was 
only these leavc.s of absence that were required by the sta-
tute to be recorded in the •journal; and the entries of them 
were in the nature of a record, (in the legal signification of 
the word ce they contained conclusive evidence of pri-

lea;•e, to h'. wages. I ask gentlemen  
t' tIi ai tha t  it would have been competent to the House o p of 

Commons to have expunged from its journal the record of 
a leave of absence granted, which it was required by statute 
to enter, and, by so expunging, to have inflicted an ea; post 
theta forfeiture of his wages on the member to whom c J g o m tli o 
leave of alscnce had been given ? These leaves of absence 
are the ou y proceedings ever required by any statute to be 
entered on the jour al of the Commons: and these, obvi-
ously, they could not, without a plain violation of right, 
have expunged from the journal. That the requisition of 
the statue was confined to that particular proceeding—that 
the Comnonsthemselves did not regard it as requiring them 
to keep a general journal of its proceedings—is absolutely 

i n  s it was t t till the re ign of James certain. r or Hume says , 	 a I o 	r Y, 
that o order was entered by the I. namely, in July, 1C0 r, a a o a y ,. 

Commons, fa• the first time, for the regular keeping of their 
journals: and we learn from Hatsell, that this order was 
repeated A May, 1621, by a resolution of the Commons, 
that ,+ all choir proceedings should be entered there, and 
kept as records ;"  that is, (as I understand it,) not that all 
their proceedings were matters of record, in the legal mean-
ing of t}:e phrase, but only that their journals should be 
kept in OR way records are kept. 

Not tc pass over without notice other authorities referred 
to by oeatlemet, to show that the duty of the two Houses 
of thc "P,gtish Parliament to keep journals of their proceed-
ings rests on a like foundation with our duty to keep a 
journal of our proceedings, I have to tell the Senate that 
the passsge in Hatsell referred to by my honorable col-
league (3 Hats. 28, 29) only states that, in March, 1606, 
the Commons insisted that their House was a court, while, 
at the szme time, they have always denied that their jour-
nals were public records. The Lords denied that the Com-
mons were a court. The Commons referred to time statute 
of 6 Hen. VIII. chili, requiring leaves of absence to be en-
tered of record in their journal, by way of argument to sup-
port their claim ; but the point was left, and yet remains, 
undecided. Hatsell further informs us that the great law-
yers of those times entertained different opinions on the 
question ; that Coke earnestly maintained that time Com-
nrons were a court of record. But it appears from 4 Inst. 
23, 24, referred to by the gentleman from Missouri, that 
Coke only ]teld that the Commons are a court of record in 
cases where they act judicially. 

And now, sir, I repeat, with perfect confidence, that, as 
the keeping of the journals of the two Houses ofthe Brit-
ish Parliament is required only by the orders of each 
House, made by itself, and for itself, severally, no prece-
dents of either I-louse, dispensing with or eontravening its 
own orders, by expunging any part of its journal, can be 
any authority or any apology to us, who are commanded 
by the Constitution to keep a journal of our proceedings, 
for expunging any part of our journal. The same rea-
soning applies with equal force to avoid the authority of 
any precedent of expunction ordered by any Colonial or 
State Legislature in our own country, before or since the 
Revolution, whose journals have been kept in virtue of its 
own orders, and not in pursuance of any constitutional pro-
vision. 

But the precedents of expunging in the British Parlia-
ment, that have been brought to the notice ofthe Senate by 
may colleague, are so pregnant with instruction on other to-
pics of this debate, that they cannot be passed over without 
particular consideration. Really, sir, one that did not 
know better, might have been apt to imagine that they were 
collected and referred to for the purpose of confuting some 
of the leading arguments of the gentleman from Missouri, 
for they are more apposite to that purpose than to any 
other. 

The first instance he mentioned was that which occurred 
in the memorable proceedings of Parliament in the case of 
ship-money, during the reign of Charles 1. The account 
lie gave of the transactio;r was so difereht from my recol-
lection of it, that it surprised me not a little. Ile supposed 
that the judgment in the Exchequer against Mr. Ham den 
for the twenty shillings of ship-money assessed upon urn, 
was cancelled by an order of the House of Couttuons, (in 

c t the concise account of the which lie was probably mulched 	th o tse p 	 by  
proceeding given by Hume, who had no purpose, and no 

G  a ni- to 	 " t details , ) and he represented it a 	it t- o 	ni o 

	

,) 	 L 
r:'-tnce its which therocess of cancellation or expunction P 	 1 
t 	even 	 judicial record. 1 ecor 	The fullest anti gas applied e cn to a }u t ,a r 	d 
most authoritative account 	 the asaction: that I know c a count of t1c t trn 
of, is to be found in the 3d volume of the State Trials ; and 
the story is this: On the 7th December, 1640 the Com- 

v m - ops; voted that the levy ing of ship money icy  t h 	'• t i c C,IO r , 

the extra-judicial opinions of the judges sustaining the 
King's prerogative in that respect, delivered in the Star 
chamber, and enrolled in the courts of Westminster, the 
warrants for levying ship-money, called shi p writs, and the 
judgment in the Exchequer against Mr. Hampden, were 
all contrary to the laws of the realm, the rights of property, 
the liberty of the subject, former resolutions of Parliament, 
and the petition of right. And they afterwards delivered 
these votes to the Lords at a conference of the two Houses; 
and, at the same time, they gave in articles of impeachment 
against Sir Robert Berkley, one of this judges of the King's 
bench; in which they accused hint (among other things) 
of delivering an extra-judicial opinion in the Star chamber, 
affirming the prerogative ofthe Crown to levy ship-money, 
and concurring in the judgment of the Exchequer against 
Mr. Hampden, (setting out the opinions and judgment at 
length ;) " all which words," (they charged,) " opinions and 
actions, were so spoken and done by him, traitorously and 
wickedly, to alienate the hearts of his Majesty's liege peo-
ple from his Majesty, and to subvert the fundamental laws 
and established government of his Majesty's realm of Eng-
land." After the conference, and while the articles of im-
peachment were pending against Sir Robert Berkley, and 
while, too, it was well known that all the other judges who 
had concurred with him in opinion on the question of ship-
money were liable to impeachment on the same grounds, 
the House of Lords, on the 20th of January, 1640, old 
style, resolved near. co e. that the ship writs, the extra-
judi-cial opinions of the judges therein,and the judgment against 
Mr. Hamra den, were contrary to the laws and statutes of 
the realm, the rights and properties of the subject, former 
judgments in Parliament, and the petition ofright: that is, 
the Lords, though they were to sit in judgment upon the 
articles ofimpeachmmtt against the judges who had affirm- 
d the prerogative ' e t pre.o°attvc of the Crown to levy ship-money, con-

demned the act of the judges as strongly as the Commons, 
who had impeached one jud ge, and might, and probably 
would, impeach the others. On the 20th February follow-
ing, the House of Lords ordered that all the rolls contain-
ing the opinions of the judges, the judgment against Mr. 
Hampden, and the records of the proceedings, should be 
brought into the House ; that vacats thereof should be en-
tered " by the -judgment of the Lords, spiritual and tempo-
ral, in the court of Parliament;" and that the rolls should 

and  be rased cross with a pen, apes subscribed with the clerk 
of Parliament's hand." And tltiswas accordingly done. 

Let me pause here, and ask my honorable colleague 
whether lie thinks this proceeding a precedent that we 
may safely follow throughout? Whether, if the Supreme 
Court should give a judgment ever so plainly illegal and 
unconstitutional, we could in like manner vacate and can-
eel it? 

[Mr. Rivrs explained. He was understood to say that 
lie was not uninformed of the particulars of the proceedings 
in Parliament on the case of ship-money, as they had been 
stated by Mr. L., and that he had not referred to them as a 
precedent for cancelling or expunging a judicial record, but 
simply as an instance in which cancellation had been re-
sor•ted to for the purpose of vindicating and maintaining 
the principles of civil liberty.] 

I understood my colleague to refer to these proceedings 
as a precedent of expunging which might serve as an au-
tltority for our expunging—then to cite his other English 
precedents for the like purpose—and, after stating them as 
precedents in poicst, to recommend them as good guides for 
us, by displaying the benefits tocivil liberty which the pro-
cess of expunging had been employed to accomplish. But 
he knows his own purpose hest, and I cheerfully take his 
explanation. 

And now, let me tell my colleague that this proceeding 
of the House of Lords is not to be regarded as a case of 
cancellation by Isere authority of that House. It will be 
observed that the vacats and cancellations were ordered 
" by judgment of the Lords, spiritual and temporal, in time 
court of Parliament." They professed to act. j udicially; and, 
in doing so, they assumed jurisdiction to vacate and cancel 
a judgment which had not been brought before then) by 
appeal. They had claimed it like jurisdiction before; but, 
as they well knew, it had been disputed and denied. T here-
fore, they ordered a bill to be prepared, to confirm their 
ra.eats and cancellations; which bill was passed ; and it is 
upon the st:rcngth_of this act of Parliament that tho legali-
tyofthe cancellation rests. ^ 

But the principal purpose, for which I bc,vc calla the, I 
Z1'Ir_i vl sun.-  nncl:atc to itie-, p,' ceedings ill 

the case ofship-money, is to show that the House of Lords, 
the high court of impeachtuent, while an impeachment 
against one judge, for illegal, unconstitutional, and extra-
judicial opinions and judgments, was actually pending be-
fore them, and impeaclunents against other judges on the 
like grounds night probably be expected, did not regard it 
as at all incompatible with their Judicial character to de-
clare, by unanimous resolutions, that the acts of the judges 
were illegal and unconstitutional : they did not suppose that 
they were prejudging the person accused, much more those 
who might be accused: they understood that the guilt of 
the judges did not depend on the illegality oftheir opinions 
and judgments, but upon this wilful criminal intent imputed 
to them: Now , the main ar 0 n iept of the men m f: tlean on t 
Missouri to show the incompetency of the Sent to enter- I 	Y 
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Missouri, of March, 1834—to show that " ex-
punge is the word," because it alone can condemn our pro-
ceedings as having begun in wrong—is, that the resolution 
was eri impeachment, trial, and prejudication of the Presi-
dent on a criminal charge, though the resolution alleged 
no criminal intent.; though no malt imagined the possibili-
ty of an impeachment against the President, for the acts 
which the resolution declared illegal and unconstitutional: 
and though it is perfectly obvious that the illegality imputed 
to the President's conduct might be owing to error of judg-
ment, without the least intentionalwrong. And thus this 
precedent,which my colleague has broughtwith commenda-
tion to our notice, serves to confute the argument of his 
friend from Missouri ; and it serves no other purpose. 

The case of Skinner against the East India Company, 
which was the next precedent referred to by my colleague, 
(as an instance of expunging even a judicial decision,) has 
been considered important in England, only because it re-
sulted in an informal but effectual settlement of it disputed 
point of the jurisdiction of the I -louse of Lords as a court 
of civil judicature. Skinner had gone to the East Indies 
upon a mercantile adventure, but he purchased an island, 
and endeavored to establish himself upon it as his own do-
main. The East India Company thought this an invasion 
of their rights, and they took away his goods, and drove 
him from his island. Skinner preferred his petition to King 
Charles II• for redress. The King referred the case first 
to two members of leis council, and, after along delay, sent 
it to the House of Lords, that it might administer justice. 
The Lords assumed original cognizance of the case, cited 
the East India Company to answer Skinner's petition, 
overruled a plea put in by the Company to the jurisdiction, 
and finally gave judgment for Skinner for 5,0001. Mean-
while, the Company presented a memorial to the House 
of Commons, complaining of the proceedings of the 
Lords, as an unwarrantable assumption of original juris-
diction in It civil cause, which deprived the Company of its 
right to a trial according to the due course of law. The 
Commons remonstrated against the jurisdiction claimed by 
the Lords, as unjust, oppressive, illegal, and against corn-
omen right ; and the Lords, on their part, remonstrated 
against the conduct of the Commons, in receiving a libel-
lous complaint against them and their proceeding. A long 
and angry controversy ensued between the two Houses. 
The Commons resolutely forbore to act on the bills of sup-
lily to the Government. The King, hoping to put an end 
to the quarrel, in December, 1669, prorogued the Parlia-
ment to the February following. But, when Parliament 
met again, the Commons renewed the q uarrel with increased 

I warmth. The King, finding that he was to get no supply 
(which was all he cared about) till the controversy between 
the two Houses should be terminated, made a speech to 
them, in which he proposed and recommended that each 
should expunge from its journals every entry relating to 
the subject, so that no memorial should he preserved of the 
proceedings of the Lords against the East India Company, 
or of the controversy between the two Houses that grew 
out ofit. Both Houses saw the wisdom and even the ne-
cessity of compliance. Tile Lords expunged all, without 
exception; the Commons entered the King's speech on 
their journal, and expunged all the rest. The I -louse of 
Lords have never since attempted to exercise original •ju- 
•i. any civil cause Non', in fact, here was an t lIt Lion m t civil 	 o Y 
expmlging of entries front the journals by the concurrent 
act of the three estates, tying, Lords, and Cout:non , though 
it Was not effected by a formal act of 	and ; an who- 

	

y f 	ltf P l  ever will atteutivcly examine the history of the transaction cr 	11 	 y 
(as it is reported in the sixth volutne of the. State Trials,) r 	"" 

	

way 	 which 	 object  will sec, that there was no other a in 	Ich .the of ec Y J 
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1 	+ 
I du,-ca for the purpose, that would have engendered a dis- 

pute concerning other kindred points of jurisdiction claimed 
by the Lords, and the quarrel between the two Houses 
would have been renewed. 

But this case serves to show how and why the process 
of expunction was originally introduced, and its meaning, 
purpose, and effect. It began at a time when the two 
Houses of Parliament were not in the habit of printing and 
publishing their journals promptly after each session, and 
when, of course, the expunging of an entry from the jour-
nal had the effect of preventing the entry from appearing 
Ott the journal at all when it should be printed and pub-
lished. They expunged in the sense in which Swift speaks 
of the " expuugings made by great authors in those trea-
tises they prepare for publication." They did the very re-
verse of that which it is proposed we shall now do. It will 
be found by an examination of the printed journals of Pak , 

 liament for the time (they are in our library) that no trace 
of the proceedings in or concerning this case of Skinner 
against the East India Company is to be found in them. 
The same remarks are probably applicable to the expung-
ing of the protest of the tory Lords in 1690, which was, 
the next precedent referred to by my colleague. 

In the first Parliament regularly called, after the expul. 
Sion of James II. and the accession of William and Mary 

e of Lords  bill 	 House  o L to the throne, a I was introduced in the Hous  
for recognising the title of the King and Queen to the 
Crown, in which a clause was inserted, declaring that the"  
acts passed by the Convention Parliament " were, and are, 
laws." The tory Lords, in the progress of the bill, sue- 
ceeded, by a small majority, in having this clause struck 
out; and the Whig Lords protested. In the sequel, the 
clause was reinstated in the bill by a majority of six votes;. 
and the tory Lords, in their turn, entered a protest, the-
terms of which indicated disrespect towards the majority,. 
but the principal objection to it was, that it, in effect, de-
nied the legal authority of the Convention Parliament, and 
so in.pugned the fundamental principles of the settlement 
that had been so happily accomplished by the Revolution. 
The whig Lords immediately ordered this protest to be ex-
punged from the •journal. I pray the attentive considera-
tion of the Senate to the circumstances of this transaction. 
The tory Lords (as my colleague truly observed) had an 
undoubted acknowledged right to enter a protest upon the 
journal, expressing their dissent from the opiniotc of the ma-
jority, and their reasons for it: the majority, notwithst.and-. 
mg, .expunged the. protest ; and this proceeding is quoted 
with approbation, and held up to us as an example and au-
thority. The President of the United States, who has no 
manner of right to judge of our rights and privile ,oes, of 
which the Constitution makes us the sole judges—who has 
no color ofright to protest against any of our proceedings, 
sent us a protest against our resolution of the 28th March, 
1834, and the loudest complaints are made against us for 
refusing to consent to this irregular, unauthorized interfer-
ence with our proceedings, and for declining to receive the 
protest, and enter it on our journal ! It is said the Presi-
dent's protest was respectful and temperate. That is mat+ 
ter oftaste; but, granting that that is the true character of -
the protest, the Senate would still, in my opinion, have 
been wanting in a just sense of selt'-respect, careless of its= 
own privileges, wholly untnindfnl of the place which the 
Constitution ha.assigned to it in the system, if it had re-
ccii ed such a paper, and entered it on its journal, and there-
by set a precedent of acquiescence in the pretension of the 
Executive to remonstrate against its proceedings. 

As to the famous case of the Middlesex election, it is 
true that the resolutions of the House of Commons, in 1769, 
declaring that Mr. Wilkes, having been expelled from the 
IIouse, was incapable of being elected to the same Parlia-
ment, and that Mr. Luttrel, who had received a coinpara- 
Lively small number of votes, was duly elected, was ex-
pungecl from the journal in 1783. Mr. Fox, who had ear-
nestly supported the resolutions of 1769, usade indeed a faint 
O) , sit" 	 expungi ng O 101] to ill 	l the  cs un m of ihcm-- f' t that ] C 	 1 	 ro stn ,the he may 
be regarded as having acquiesced its it, and in effect given 
his consent to it, especially, as he held a position in the 
House wi;ich would have enabled hint to prevent the cx-
punging, if he had had any care to do so. '1'lte precedent 
would have been in point to the present purpose of gentle-
tnen, but for this little circumstance—that the House of 
Cotn:nons is not, as the Senate of the United States is, 
bound by a constitutional provision, to keep a journal of its -
procecdinti*s. 

'There is another rase-  nP sets  ­ n­­ ;­ - t..- the rn,,,.,,  
Uommous, -v-o,thy of particular attention, since we happen 
to have Lord Cr ath:.ui's opinion upon it. In 1770, the 
Coin lions, cottsidering the publicatioic of accounts of their 
proceedings and debates a violation of their privileges, is-
sued warrants for the apprehension of the offending print-
ersj Some Submitted ; some eV.-Ide l the process. One was. 
arrested and carried before lllderman Wilkes, who dis-
charged time printer, and bound him to prosecute the person 
who apprehended him for ait i, sault and false imprison-
merrt. Another printer, being arrested by a messenger of 
tine House of Cstnncons, sent for a constable, and delivered 
the messenger into his custody; and both parties were ear-
ned before. tits Lord Mayor of London ; the printer, I 
suppose, in the custody of the messenger, and the messen-
ger in the custody of the constable. The Lord Mayor 
held this to arrest of therim tinder c r er, L lcr tltc warrant of the 
House, illegal, and discharged him, and committed the mes-
senger for illegal arrest and imprisonment,, till he entered _ 
into a recognizance to appear and answer an indictment for 
the offence. This rceognizattce was entered in the hook 
kept for the purpose ; and its it was, in case of forfeiture, to 
be the foundation of a judicial proceeding, it was of the 
nature ofa judicial record. The Commons, angry at this 
resistance of its authority, brought the Lord Mayor to their 
bar, and thought. proper to wreak their vengeance upon the 
recognizance he had exacted of their messenger, by expungrz 
ing it from the book in which it was written. Now, it 
happened that, not long aftc. the proceedings against the 
printers, a motion was made in the House of Lords to ex-
punge from its journal a resolution it had adopted, die-
claiming all right to express any opinion on the proceedings 
of the Commons in the case of the Middlesex election ; and 
this proposition to expunge the resolution of the Lords 
from the journal was earnestly supported by Lord Chat-
hant in debate. But, in a speech he made about the same 
time, on a motion for an address to the King to dissolve 
the Parliament, speaking of the misdeeds of the House of 
Commons, the referred tot heir expunging ofthe recognizance, 
(which lie justly regarded as a judicial record,) and said 
that it was the act of a snob, not of a Parliament. In his opin-
ion, then, the Lords might expunge a resolution previously 
adopted, from their own journal, which was kept only un-
der authority of their' own order; but when the Commons -
expunged a judicial record, which the law requires those 
entrusted with its custody to keep, he denounced it as the 
act of a ntob. In what words would that great and virtu-
ous statesman have described such an act as that now pro-
posed to the Senate—the defacement of an entry from the 
journal office proceedings of a legislative body, which the 
Constitution of the country, superior to the law, expressly, 
enjoined it to keep! 

With respect to the case of expunction by the Legisla-
ture of Massachusetts, I have only to say that the journals 
of that body are only required to be kept by its own rules 
or usages, not by any constitutional provision. I am sur-
prised that the proceeding in the Senate of Tennessee 
should have been referred to at all. That body, sitting as -  

a court of impeachment, we are told, entered judgment of 
acquittal one day, and the next day, the court being not 
yet dissolved, expunged the entry. The case is precisely 
the same, as if a jury bringing in a verdict are sent back 
to reconsider it, and upon reconsideration return a contrary 
verdict. Do not gentlemen know that the judgments of 
every court ofj ustice are in its own breast during the whole 
term at which they are pronounced, and that that is the 
reason why the court is competent to alter, set aside, or 
cancel them at any tirne during the same term ? 

My colleague tells us that the Rouse of Burgesses of 
Virginia expunged the last, and far the most important, of 
Mr. Henry's celebrated resolutions in 1765, and that the 
worthiest of our patriots concurred in the act. If that reso-
lotion was expunged, the precedent would be nothing to the 
purpose ; because we know titers was no cmtstitutional 
provision requiring the Colonial Legislature to keep journals 
of its proceedings. But though the fact is stated on the 
highest authority, I acknowledge, yet I cannot help think-
ing there may be sons mistake about it. There is evidence 
under Mr. Henry's own hand, that Ice was not aware that 
the resolution was expunged • and if it was expunged, all , 
accounts agree that it was done in his absence. It is upon 

gt 	v have claimed the stren gth  of that et resolutinn that we ha s e 
for hint the honor of having been the first to set the ball of 
i.lie Revolution in motion. If the resolution was expunged, 
the House of Burgesses threw away the palm rot for 1 glory 
w might 	 a have won, and 	Virginia which Mr. Henry,nI mt t a c on 1n 	of V Y 
mst  c oncede ie • to J sites O tis and Massachusetts. It-has u 	n  
hitherto been a subject ofhonorablecontention between us. 
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SPEECH OF n 	 cnFn. 'ft;, LEIGF —CoNC t. I  

My colleague, with a view to rocommend the expunging 
process to especial favor, took the pains to explain to us, 
that, in every instance which has been resorted to in the 
English Parliament, the purpose and the effect have been 
to vindicate some important principle of civil liberty, The 
warmth of his zeal prevented him from perceiving the con-
trast which the story of the proceeding we are engaged in 
will present to the world and to posterity. It is as striking 

` .
^ is ielancholy. 

Thus, in the famous case of ship-money,the Rouse of 
P n P 	 oY Lords vacated a d cancelledthe opinions s 	heJges,  •ud 	a nd 

the judgment against M. Hampden, in order to condemn, 
and abrogate forever, a dangerous prerogative, claimed by 
the Crown upon the strength of old precedents, to raise re-
venu-- for itself, without consent or authority of Parliament; 
but the purpose of the proposition to expunge our resolution 
of March, 1834, from our journal, is, and its effect will be, 
to affirm and establish the Executive prerogative claimed 
by the President, to exercise a complete control over the 
custody of the public treasure, and to give the use and pro-
fit of it, in the interval between the collection and disburse-
meut, to persons of his own selection. We have seen, too, 
that the House of Lords, in the course of the ship-money 
transaction, passed a resolution, condemning, in the strong-
eat terms, the conduct of impeachable officers as illegal and 
unconstitutional—though an impeachment against one of 
them was actually pending, and impeachmentsgainst 
others, on the same grounds, were anticipated, which iur 
peachments that House was the tribunal to try and deter-
inine-withoutincurring the blame ofprejud ring the cause 
of him who was accused, and of all that init ig be accused,  
of participation in the act declared illegal. But it is one of 
the main objects intended to be accomplished by expunging 
our resolution, to establish the doctrine, that the judicial 
powers vested in the Senate by the Constitution, instead of 
being an addition to,operate as a limitation upon, its legisla-
tive powers; and that the Senate cannot express an opinion 
against the legality ofthe measures of the President, or, by 
consequence, of any other impeachable officer, without ex-
posing itself to the reproach of impeaching, hying, arid 
condemning, without hearing, the officer who may, by pos-
eibility, be impeached. 

The expunging of the proceedings and judgment of the 
House of Lords, in the case of Skinner against the East 1 n-
dia Company, my colleague says, and says justly, was in-
tended (and, in fact, accomplished the object) to vindicate 
the common right of the subject to. trial by jury in due 
course of late. And lie counsels us to Pkpunge our resolu-
tion, for the purpose of'acknowlad;ging and confirming the 
power of the President, without judge or jury, to take away 
the public deposites front the blank of the United States, 
which the hank claimed by virtue of a contract, upon it 
charge alleged by himself of criminal conduct in the hank, 
which I declared •, t h to t 	President lri:itsclf declatec. utlorucd just ground J 	g 
fora judicial proceeding against it, to revoke its charter. 

The expunging of the protest of the tory Lords in 1690 
was designed to vinrlicatc the principles of the glorious Re-
volution of 1688, which finally established and confirmed 
to the People -of Etiglaml the blessings of civil liberty—the 
sacurity ofa government of laws, as distinguished front a 
government of will ; and pursuing that end, the whig 

orris.t 	 .t which 	r,. cxl un„ed a prcts ^ l..ttclt  i mpugned the principles oi' 
the Revolution, though the prntes ers had an nndoul tcd 
right to enter their protest. The Senate of the United 
States is now to he condernne;l for refn:,ing to receive, and 
insert in its journal, a protest of the President against it.s 
proceedings, who had no color of right to make any such 
protest; and the justice of the Presideut':5 protest is to be 
acknowledged, by expunging from our •  journal the entry of 
the proceetTing against which, he protested. 

The House of Co:nmons expunged its resolution in the 
case ofthe Middlesex election, and thereby acknowledged 
the eligibility of all person, not under solve !.'now:: legal 
incapacity, to a place in that Iloner, and (what was infi-
nitely more important) the right. ofthe People to be repre-
sented by the ratan of their own choice. Our expungers 
have never thought of expunging the proceedings on the 
subject of tlto Sedition law—a statute which invaded the 
constitutional rights of the People, which, inthe almost 
unanimous opinion of the nation, uniformly maintained for 
thirty-five years, was plainly unconstitutional, and which, 
therefore, had its hegiiriittg in wrong. They only havo 
recourse to the process of--xpunction, in order to vindicate 
and confirm Executive power. 

I cannot, for inv part, look at this contrast, without tnor- 
tification and alarm, The Parliament of England, p ofess- 
ing monarchical principles, have exercised the power of 
expunging obnoxious proreadiug_, in order to establish 

 in their naturctrul• rc ulac:u,. Antericau Sc- princ iples 	 .l 	1 
nators, protesstiig (sineue!v, I do riot doubt.) de,uoc; tir 

 , uc,t ^ repub lican 	 1 	ffusl •d w ^ fl recent victor over 1 tr. 	tt 	n 	y  
-uppuuanr 	.uac.a'r ucl o g to appry- 11,1y-  
cxpunetion, in order to establish n powe in the Bxecuttve, 
which appears to my anxious mind ntonareh t., 

I 
 prerogative. 

d I a not impute the design to tltent—I do not,  cannot, sus 
pect tlienr ofany such purpose. I ale speaking only of the 
tendency and effect ofth e  prii eipics they are maintaining. 

( Here Mr, Lsicm gave way for a motion to adjourn.j` -  

Tursoty, Actor. 5. 
Ivir. Letctr resumed the debate. He said the principal 

purpose of the remarks be had addressed to the Senate yes-
terday, was to show that the original manuscript jouinal of 
our proceedings was the jourxcl which the Constitution re-
quired us to keep; that the requisition to keep the journal 
imposed on us tltc duty to pi cserre it—to preserve it perma-
nently and carefully, without defacement or mutilation; 
that tto authority for expunging any entry from our jour-

al could be fotlad in English parliamentary precedents, 
or in those of any legislative body in America, whose duty 
to keep a journal was not imposed by a constitutional pro-
vision ; arid that, consequently, the Senate could not ex-
punge the resolution of 1,larc(i, 18'1, from the journal, in 
the literal sense of expunging, without it violation of the 
Constitution. IIe had takers the more pains to establish 
this conclusion on grounds of irrefragable reason, because, 
in his Opinion, it involved the whole question. It seemed 
to him, indeed, that the gentleman from Missouri and his 
Collearue, both, thought so, toe; for they had exerted their 
faculties to the utmost to prove the right of the Senate to 
expunge, literally and absolutely, as art essential ground 
of the argument for expunging, in the typical manner pro-
posed. And lie supposed it would be very hard for any 
man who sincerely thought that the Constitution forbad its 
to cxpuugo literally, to reconcile it to reason or conscience 
to expunge typically. 

For, (said Mr. Lmuorr,) granting it to be true that those 
who have a right to expunge and annihilate any written in-
strunient or evidence may do any thing short of actual ex-
punction and destruction, which shall indicate the intent to 
expunge and destroy; these who have no right to expunge 
and annihilate the eviflsnee of any particular transaction 
have no right to declare their will to expunge and destroy 
it, in any form of words or action whatever, and to'substi-
lute such manifestation of their will in place of the act to 
which they are incompetent. To illustrate this : A testator 
leas a right to cancel or destroy his own will; and if he 
run a single stroke of his pen across it, with intent to can-
eel it, or write ” cancelled" in time margin, without actually 
cancelling it—or, if lie tear it, with intent to destroy, with-
out actually destroying it, no doubt such an indication of 
his purpose is proper enough, and may stand for the act he 
might rightfully perform. But no one can cancel or de-
stroy his own rdeed ; and, therefore, if he happen to get it 
into his possession, lie has no right to avoid the guilt, and 
yet accomplish the purpose of destroying it, b any manner 
ofdefacenient his ingenuity can devise. In sound moral-
ity, men may make an indication oftheir will stand for their 
act, if they have a right to do the act ; but if the act be eri-
minal or vicious, even the will to do it, without a single 
step towards the accomplislunent of it, is not blameless, in 
the rese cas e, sir, p nt cas ,sir, so. entirely does the right to expunge 
the resolution in question from the journal, in the emblem- 
atical manner proposed, depend on the right to expunge it 
actually and literally, that, if we shall adopt this notable 
device for expunging it, this may and will be regarded as 
a. precedent, in all future times, to justify an actual oblite-
ration, mutilation, erasure, or other destruction of the jour-
nal, as to any obiroxiousproceeding. 

There, is another objection to this scheme of typical cx-
purrction, which weighs much on mymind; I hold -it the 
duty of every man to speak tie simple truth on every occa-
sion, without mental reservation or equivocation ; and es-
pecially is this the duty of n-en acting or speaking in public 
stations, under time sanction of an official oath. Now, 
what is it that is proposed to us ? Why, that we shall pass 
a resolution to expunge art entry from our original m anu-
scriptjournal, by drawing black linesaround it, and writing 

expunged by order ofthe Senate" across it; and,- in or-
der to obviate a constitutional objection to any defacement 
of our journal, this is explained in argument to be no cx-
punging at all, because it will leave the whole entry still 
perfectly legible; and more, that it will not be an expunc-
tion of the journal, for the original manuscript is not the 
journal. I mean no ofFence to'any body, but I must say 
that, to my heart and understanding, this is exactly what 
is called all equivocation. I have taken into toy head, dur- 
big thereset t cession of Cot mress Z 	1 	 t 	t. read to  e 	Paseha: Pro- r } 	 I' SPo 
v uicial Letters which I had not read before for thirty 
years; and w!to .vc•r will take the trouble to look at the 
ninth letter, will fit this doctrine: afequivieatiYus, as laid  

down by F] tl S 	 C^ 	 t ureaY hu u and Sanchez and the con cluen 
to which 't. ' rc t is appl icable , 	 11 	ainotl. 1 	1 

	

Bite, sir, I presume 	
f11

e it willn 
ex,1
ot-be atrnmed by any gentle- 

man that it is within the competency of the Senate, at this 
session, to exhaust the whole power of the Senate in all 
times to come, over this or any other subject; and yet the 
act which we are urged to commit, will, in reality, have the 
effect of preventing the counter-action of any future Sen-
ate. Suppose we were literally to expunge the resolution 
of March, 1834, from the journal—to blot it out : how shall 
the Senate at a future session, entertaining a different opi-
nion of the merits of the resolution, expunge the expune- 
tion ? How shall it blot out the blots? Shall it erase them, 
and reinstate the words of the resolution? Then another 
obliteration at it subsequent session would effectually pre-
vent the possibility of ever afterwards replacing them on 
the journal, let the paper on which it is written be never so 
substantial. Suppose the typical process of expunging the 
entry shall be adopted and carried into execution: a sue-
reciting Senate, entertaining differcntopinions, and follow-
ing our example as to the manner of manifesting and en-
forcing them, must draw black lines around our black lines, 
and write a sentence of expunction across our sentence 
of expunction ; and if the party character of the Senate 
shall afterwards Gain undergo a change, before the pre-
sent party heats shall subside, the process may be reiterat-
ed. This would be farcical, to be sure, but public bodies, 
acting under the influence of strong party feelings, are of-
tert uumindtul of their true dignity, arid, sometimes sacri-
ficing it to the indulgence of their resentments, incur the 

upon 	 i contempt and scorn they would brin g t. 	others. I w ish  tsl r 
from my heart that the proceeding was only ludicrous. I hope 
and trust, most sincerely, that the example of this " aveng-
mg" practise may never be followed ; but I am most serious 
when I tell gantlemen that they are proposing to do what 
they have not the moral or the legal power to do ; they are 
vainly attempting to antieip te -and prevent the judgment 
and action oftheir successors in all times to come, and to 
pass and execute final and irrevocable sentence of coudem-
nation oil the Senate of 1833-4. 

I cannot be so wanting in respect to the gentlemen who 
have so gravely and. so earnestly rccoimnended this typical 
expunging (which, they tell us, is really no expunction) of 
our resolution of March, 1834, from the original manu-
scriptjournal, (which, however, they say is not the journal 
of the Senate,) as to suppose that they have taken so much 
pains to accomplish an act which, in their own opinion, will 
be in itself absolutely vain and nugatory. And, therefore, I 

granted 	 proceeding they it for r tanted that they intend, in the pto g y 
propose—while they leave the verbal record of our resolu-
tion on time journal substantially unimpaired—to annihilate 
its efficiency ; and this, in truth, upon the supposition that 
it is within our competency so to expunge the resolution, 
must be the legal effect of such an expunction. Now let 
it be remembered that the duty enjoined upon the Senate 
by the Constitution, to keep a journal of its proceedings, is 
equally applicable to all its proceedings, legislative, execu-
tive, and judicial ; that if we are not hound to ma.Ire and 
preserve a journal, fair and unimpaired, of our legislative 
transactions, so neither are we bound to keep the ,journals 
of our executive or judicial proceedings ; that we have the 
same duty toperfornm, and have as large discretionary pow-
etw, in respect of one as of the others ; that, if we may ex-
punge any one entry from the legislative j,luinal, and t:here-
1,y invalidate the act it records, we may expunge and in-
validate any other; that., exactly in the same manner and 
with the same effect that we may expunge and invalidate 
an entry on our legislative journal, we have a right to ex-
punge and annihilate.the legal efficacy of any entry on our 
executive or judicial journal. And then I ask gentlemen 
to give their serious and calm consideration to the cousc-
quei ces. 

If the Serrate may expunge, and by expunging (in any 
form or manner) invalidate the resolution in question, there 
is no good reason why it may not, in like manner, expunge 
and invalidate any entry of any other of its proceedings in 
its legislative capacity. Suppose, tunong the numerous 
private acts passed at the session of 1833-4, there was one 
granting hand, money, or any other property to an sent du- 
al which, in the opinion of the Senate at the present ses-
sion, was corruptly passed by the. majority ofthe Senate at 
that session, (as a rewarel, for example, for partisan servi-
ces,) and so had its beginning in wrong* ; or, suppose there 
was army act passed at That session, which the Senate at 
this shall deem unconstitutional, and for that reason int-
pugn as having commenced in wrong, as gentlemen would 
liave us impugn the resolution of March, 1834, it is just as 
much within time competency of the Senate now to order all 
its proceedings manifesting its assent to such acts to be 
expunged from the journal, as it is to expunge this resolu-
tion. He that shall hold that such acts would cease to be 
valid as laws, in consequence of the expunging from the 
journal of time evidence of their having been passed by the 

must - Senate Senate, mu.t adulit the competency ofthe Sena alone b P Y 	 , by 
the application of this expunging process t i vxhuate in 
^1Plcc"Y6; 1 ac o 	 .;  cl .,t .+.rail 
hold the laws va;i<I notwithstaudin time expunging of the 
proceedings of time Senate upon the m, 	dm that the P b o t P , must t 
act of expunging is a mere nullity; in other words, that the 
Senate has no right to expunge. Then, with respect to 
our executive journal, (which it is not our course to pub-
lish so promptly as our legislative journal,) what would be 
the condition ofa person nominated by the President to an 
office, and the, nomination confirmed by the Senate, but 
the act of confirmation afterwards expuneed by order of 
the Senate? Would he be an officer or not 7 Ifnot, no man 
can feel perfectly safe in exercising the functions ofany office 
depending outhe appointment of thePresident, by and with 
the consent and advice of the Senate; or, the Senate may, 
without the concurrence of the President, -  remove the oiii-
err, expunge him from office. If, on the contrary, in spite 
of our expunging the confirmation of his appointment from 
our Journal , he would still be entitled to his office, then our 
act of expunging the entry of confirmation is unauthorized 
and void. But the consequences are yet more glaring and 
enormous when we come to consider time possible application 
of this expunging process to the journal ofour judicial pro-
ccedinge. A man is impeached before the Serrate of high 
crimes and misdemeanors, tried and convicted, and sentence 
of incapacitation for public office solemnly pronounced upon 
him; the court is dissolved; the Senate, afterwards, becom-
ing convinced of the injustice ofthe judgment and sentence, 
order the entry of them to be expunged from the journal. 
if the Senate. is really competent to invalidate the judgment 
by expunging it, his sentence is in effect reversed, and his 
incapacity removed ; and, at any rate, if he shall be elected 
it member of the Senate while the expunging Senate is in 
power, lie will be permitted to take ltis seat there. But 
st accused acq uitted, at pl ose the a u quitted, and the Senate, a a future 
day, honestly imputing the acquittal to partiality or cor-
ruption in the Senate that tried his cause, should order the 
judgment of acquittal to be expunged front the journal, and 
then a new prosecution should be commenced against him 
on the same charges, how could he have the bene-
fit of that inestimable principle of justice so dear to the 
People of this land, that no man shall be twice brought in 
jeopardy for the same offence 7 how could he plead his for-
tncr acquittal, and show the record of the fact? If the 
judgment should have been literally expunged from the 
journal, it would be impossible for him to make good his 
defence. And if it should have been typically expunged, 
and the record should be produced, with black lines drawn 
around• it (" black," as the gentleman from Missouri-says, 
" black as the injustice,") and with the " avenging" sen-
tence of expunction written across it, his doom, I appre-
hend, would be equally certain if it should be his hard fate to 
be arraigned heforethe same Senate that had thusexpunged 
the former judgment of acquittal. Again I implore gentle-
men to forbear. I pray God to put it in their hearts to 
pause, to reflect upon the consequences involved in the 
principle they are. maintaining, and to spare our country 
the establishment of it precedent that may be alleged here-
after as an example and authority for wrongs like these. 

But to all appeals, and all arguments, of this kind, my 
colleague has one eneral con endious all-sufficing g g , P , g an- 
swer: that it is riot fair to argue, from the possible abases 
ofa power , ,* power. file existence of the ow er. Did he power ,  
not perceive that that remark, as lie applies it, would 
equally serve as an answer to all objections to an assume- 
Lion of any power whatever, which should be dangerous in 
itself, as well as unconstitutional1 Or, does he think 
that an unconstitutional power is less liable to abuse than 
a constitutional one? Sir, the argument I am urging 
against the proposition he has maintained is, that it in- 
volves other principles plainly unconstitutional ; and I 
a?tow the application of which it is susceptible, to other 
uses ofthe same kind, in order to expose the inherent vice 
of the proposition itself. I have not been arguing from the 
abuses of this expunging process1 but from the uses which 
the principle, if oonstitm.itjouai and just, would as well jus-
tify as the use to which it is now proposed to apply it. 
And no one, I should think, ought to be more sensible 
than my honorable colleague; of the extent to which the 
authority of precedents may be stained ; for he has given 
us a-notable example of it himself in the application Ite 
has made to his present purpose, of the two institnces of 
expunging that have been found in the proceedings of the 
Senate. 

As to one of them, I have only to state it_ Mr. Ran-
dolp!t, having received information of the death of Mr. 
Pinckney, announced it as a fact to the Senate; and the 
Sen ate ,  a e o 	 its xY ect for the mett:or of .- man who to 	 tw  p y t 
had once one. ern so d's n .,hed a tnembcr of its own body,  u n o y, 
immediately adjourned--expressing, of course, the reasmt 
of the adjr;urnment, which was entered by the Secretary  

on hi s t inut s 	It i n cised Oct.ev 	that Mr. Pinch- tS 1 	C 	ll111, 	how even, f 
nc was 	et 	a nd , 	nornm 	hcn time a^ nut y 	dead ; nd, t he nextt 	ti, v.  
ournal was read, according to the rule, ` to the end that 
any mistake might be corrected that had been trade in the 
entries," the Senate orderer] the entry stating the fact of 

r. Pinckney's death- to be expunged from the journal. 
This was-riot, indeed, as my. colleague says, a correction 
ot`a mistake of the Secretary in making the entry; but it 
was a correction of a mistake, in point of fact, into which 
IA'lr. Randolph had fallen, and had misled the Senate. 
Whether the correction was strictly within the rule of the 
Senate as to correcting mistaken entries in its journal, no 
one thought of inquiring at the time, and I shall not now 
stop to inquire: the correction was intended to be nnide in 
conforutity with that rule of the Senate, for making up the 
jourt:al, which the Constitution requires the Senate to 
keel' , 

'I he other instance of expunging by the Senate is hardly 
more important in itself, but it calls fir a more particular 
consideration. On the 21st April, 1806, being the very 
last day of the session, it appears, by the rough minutes 
taken at the table, that Mr. Adams presented two petitions 
of S. G. Ogden and W. Smith, and the first entry on the 
minutes in respect to them is, " read, and to lie ;" then, 
,' notions be rejected ;'° then the words be rejected struck 
out with a imen, and, instead of them, " leave to withdraw" 
inserted. After this, there is an entry more in detail—that 
" Mr. Adams communicated two memorials from S. G. 
Ogden and W. S. Sthith, stating that they are under a 
criminal prosecution for certain proceedings, into which 
they were led by the ciremnstan their ce that Iur pa was s 
fully known to and approved by the Executive Govern-
ment, of the United States," (the prosecution; we know, 
was for the part the memorialists had taken in Mina's ex-
pedition,) complaining of'such maltreatment by the district 
judge of the United States at New York that the grand 
jury had Made a presentment against the judge for. it, and 
praying relief from Congress ; and then the entry is, " on 
motion, ordered, that the memorialists have leave to with- 
draw their nuinorials respectively." Finally, the last nii- 
nute of the proceedings of this last day of the session wasp 
"on motion that every tiling in the journal relativt' toa'Yi0 
memorials of S. G. Ogden and W. S. Smith be expunged 
therefrom, it passed in the affirmative, by yeas and nays, 
13 to 8.* The adjourning order follows immediately. It 
has been said that all the republicans voted for and the 
federalists against the motion—how that is, I do not. know. 
Now, the diet remark that occurs is, that this is manifestly 
an expunction from the minutes, not from the journal; an 
order that, in malting up the journal, those entries on the 
minutes should not be inserted. The next. consideration 
is, that the reasons of the expunging nowise appear; they 
are not stated in the proceeding .  itself, and, I understand, 
no notice of the transaction is to be found in the newspa-
pers ofthe day. For aught that appears, the previous en-
tries might have been expunged, because they did riot truly 
state the fact when they represented that the memorials 
had been received, and leave given to withdraw them ; and 
Lhave no doubt those entries did not truly state the real 
opinion of the Senate on the subject at the time the memo-
rials were first presented. We all know how such things 
are done, especially (luring the hurry of a last day's ses-
sion. The gentleman from Missouri thinks that the rea-
son of expunging the entries concerning those memorials 
was, that they contained disrespectful imputations upon 
the Chief Magistrate and a judicial officer; in which his con-
jecture may be right, and I think it probable enough that it 
is. But, thirdly, the least attention to the circumstance; 
of time transaction will suffice to convince every mind that 
hardly any thought was bestowed upon the expunging, a,, 
very tittle could have been given to the proceeding ordered 
to be expunged; that both probably passed sub silentio; 
that the constitutional question as to the right of the Se-
nate to expunge any proceeding from its journal was not 
suggested, much more discussed, And is such a precedent 
of expunging as this—an expunction from the aninutes o: 
the Secretary, not fee n the journal made up by the Senalr 
to be kept—founded on what reasons, no one knows, ant 
none ever inquired, done in haste, and amidst the confu-
sion of the last moments of an expiring session—orderer 
without discussion, and probably without a question made 
as to the constitutional propriety of time proceeding; so pass-
ed as to attract no attention, to elicit no investigation—i: 
such a precedent to l;c gravely, much more triumphantly    
quoted as an authority in this debate? 

But suppose that vote of April, 1806, was (what it cer-
tainly was not) a deliberate expression of the opinion o 
the Senate oil the very point, that the Senate may consti 
tutionally exercise a discretion to expunge from its jour• 
nal, at any time, the entry of any proccedin r which it dis 
approves as irregular and unjust : it would, oaf acid an 
approves to time thousands with which all ltistor other instance to t t 	t 	 y 
abounds. of the truth of the common observation, that it is 
during the administration of the most popular Gjiief Magis 

+lr̂ t>. nracedents dangerous to liherty are n.o st to i,  

apprcl,cmtc!cd,.most to he deprecated, and most carefully it 
be avoided; not on account of any design on their part, o; 
of vicious design in any quarter, but simply because rood 
deuce in thcm not only serves to give authority to their ex 
ample, but disarms the public mind of that wholesome jea-
lousy, that constant vigilance, witieh (as Mr. Jefferson limo 
himself j ustly said) is th e cternal price t hat men oust pay fo 
liberty. To do Mr. Jefferson justice, it must be :emarkec 
that there is not the Ieast reason to believe that lie approv. 
ell, or even knew of that expunging order ofthe Senate it 
April, 1806, much more counselled or wis}ted'.t. Whe 
titer the present Chief Magistrate has taken an pains ;  o: 
expressed any wish for the accomplishment of the ex unc 
tion now proposed,  I do not know; though I cold give 
shrewd guess. 

There was another precedent during Mr. Jed'srson's ad 
ministration, which I shall mention, to illuslratz the won 
derful power and influence of precedents in human affairs 
In December, 1787, Mr. Jefferson wrote a later to Mr 
Madison on the subject of the present Constitttion of tht 
United States, then recently framed, but not yt adopted 
in which one of his chief objections to that instrament wan 
the omission of a bill of rights, providing (among other 
things) for "jury trial" and " the eternal and ur.rentittinl 
force of the habeas corpus laws;" and he repeated the ob 
jection in-letters to another correspondent afterwards. HI 
was not then content with the provision of the Constitu 
tion (art. I.9 9,) that " the privile ge of the writ of ha 
teas P corpus shall not be suspended , " ( that that is, even b Con p 

publi
Tess " unless when in cases of rebellion or invasion th, 

p c safety  Y  ma require it"—he thought there o ought to lx 
no suspensions ofthe /eabeas corpus ;" for my part, I an 

content with the security provided by the Consitution, i 
it shall be fairly observed. Now, in the winter of 1806-'7 
General Wilkinson made a military arrest of three person 
in New Orleans—Swartout, Bolman, and Alexander, arc 
sent then to Washington ; and it was not till they got her , 

 that they were discharged on a habeas corpus by the Sc 
premsCourt. They belonged not to the army; they wee 
nowise amenable to martial law. As to the two first, timer 
was reason to believe that they were implicated with Cole 
net Burr in his-projects, whatever they'were ; for, to thi 
day, the public is not informed what they were. Bu 
against Alexander no evidence of guilt, no ground of sue 
picion, that I remember, ever appeared ; no colorable pre 
text was stated to the public for his arrest. Did Mr. Jet 
ferson censure these illegal arrests, made by an,ofcer sub 
ject to his absolute control ? did he disapprove this viola 
tion of the personal security of the citizen, by ntilitarypow 
er ? did lie call the General to any account ? did he orde 
any inquiry ? I only know that the President of th 
United States gave the General . his countenance, al 
probation, and support; and the confidence .;of the put 
lie in the President's prudence and justice, and thei 
detestation ofthe guilty schemes imputed to Colonel Bur: 
had the effect of exempting General Wilkinson fret 
blame. And in September, 1810, Mr. Jefferson wrot 
a letter to a Mr. Colvin, in which lie deliberately justifie 
Gen. Wilkinson'sconduct, upon the ground of the necess 
ty of the case, which, as he states it, was the oddest case f 
necessity that ever was iulagitted: the letter has been pul 
lished by his grandson. Tim fact of his entertaining sue 
an opinion, was generally known, or at least reported at th 
tine. The necessity of the case might (for aught that 
know) have afforded an excuse for Gen. Wilkinson's cot 
duct—might have entitled him to pardon and indentnit} 
but it could not have afforded him any justification; anc} 
say, before high Heaven, that if all the great and good time 
of the Revolution had signed that letter with Mr. Jefferson 
I would still lift 'up my voice to protest against the day 
gerous unconstitutional doctrines it inculcates. Ther• , 

 then, was a precedent of military arrest, set even durin 
Mr. Jefferson's administration, without being seriousl 
questioned, and without exciting any jealousy or alnrm i 
the public mind.' And some few years afterwards, Got 
eral Jackson, charged with the defence of New Oilcan 
against an invading army, improved upon the precedent 
abrogated the privilege of the writ of habeas corpus for 
time, proclaimed martial law, and turned the State Legish 
tune out f doors. Ellis conduct,  too ma have been Ir Idet e u o y 	I t 
and founded in laudable motive; he, too, might have bee 
entitled to complete. indemnity; but lie violated the Const 
tution of his country—Irc suspended, for the time and plac 

* 111r. Lemon forgot to risk what those gentlemen ivoald loin 
of the authority of this precedent, .vino maintained time apini,. 
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he sacred principles of civil liberty. Time glory of the vie- 
g lory New C •cansjustified • 	and rent lot there  ' n,y of Nf, 	)11 	 all ; 	g reat „ y 

was and great good accomplished for his country, I cvil-
imigly acknowledge—.though (by the way) in my opinion, 
mis fame is it general rests more on his spirited anct jndi-
;ious attack upon the enemy on the 23d Decetuber, titan 
an his crowning victory of the 8th January. Allow him 
he fullest noted of praise: still, time sense of that brilliant 
Lief most important public service, the gratitude it deserved, 
he admiration it excited, the glory it achieved for the Gen-
:ral and the nation, ought not to have stifled our love and 
are for the Constitution. He was entitled to honor and 

gratitude for the good lie did, and to indemnity for any 
wrong he committed through necessity, and with virtuous . motives; and that was the most. Ile knows natltm ^,a of the 
princil.les of the Constitution, and nothing of the influence 
Di' dangerous precedents, who is willing that that conduct 
Sf Gen. Jackson should be represented as justifiable. Dun- 
Log the second administration of Lord Chatham, a procla-
nation was issued, under an apprehension of scarcity, pro-
hibiting the exportation of corn, and thus suspending the 
statute law ofthe land; and he and Lord Camden, too, insist-
Ad that the proclamation was strictly justifiable. They sup-
posed a necessity, (of which time King was to judge ; ) and, 
founded on that necessity, attributed to the Crown a legal 
power to suspend the operation of a statute, not given by 
the statute itself; and they even opposed an indemnifying 
bill. They incurred the reproaches of their warmest 
friends and admirers, for holding such language—the only 
language, perhaps, that ever fell from the lips of eith 
which offended against the general principles of civil li g  
ty. 	Junius told Lord Camden that an r E.n glishman 
` should not suffer dangerous precedents to be established 
Because the circumstances are favorable or palliating;" 
that, " instead of asserting that the proclamation was legal, 
lie should have said—I know the proclamation was il-
legal ; but I advised it because it was indispensably necessa-
ry to save the kingdom from famine; and I submit myself 
to the justice and mercy of my country." And, sir, that 
s the true doctrine, 

But Gen, Jackson succeeded in establishing a second 
.ptecedent in our history, of an unquestioned violation of 
the privilege of the writ of habeas corpus. And after-
wards, again, in time of profound peace, at Pensacola, he 
established a third precedent of the same kind ; and this 
again passed unquestioned ; indeed, it was defended and 
justified,on the ground that the constitutional privilege of 
he writ of habeas corpus did not extend to the territories 
of the United States. He has been since twice elected to 
the high office of Chief Magistrate of this great and free 
country ;and if his admirers had been content with saying 
that the People have elected him because, in their esti-' 
mate, his merits and services far outweigh his faults and 
errors, though I never have concurred, and never can 
concur, in that opinion, I should not have adverted to the 
disagreeable topics I have now mentioned; but we are con-
stantly told that the People have approved, justified, sanc-
tioned all his conduct. Since he has been in the adminis-
tration of ail'airs, precedents favorable to the extension of 
executive power, to a degree that I had never imagined the 
possibility of, bare been multiplied, and are multiplying.. 
I look to the consequences with terror. God grant I may 
be mistaken in my impressions of the past, and my fore- 
bodin s of the future , but I must declare m opinion, that 
never did any Ile ublic make such rapid strides towards 
pu re mo narchy as we have clone within these few years 
past. Saying this, Iet me be understood : I impute no such 
designs to any body, much less do I impute any inclina-
tion for monarchy to the great body of the People. I be-
lieve no republican people ever, knowingly and of purpose, 
gave up the blessings of •free government ; but in the heat 
of'violent political contentions, the official agents of the 
People, and the People themselves, have but too often un-
warily concurred in introducing and sanctioning princi-
ples of administration which, once put into operation, work 
with uncontrollable effect, beside and beyond the original 
purpose and design, and, in the end, endanger the very 
being of the Republic. And this, in my opinion, is what 
we have been and are now doing. The very confidence 
we have in ourselves and in our institutions, as it stifles in 
the public mind that jealousy, vigilance, and care, so essen-
tial to security, is a principal source of our danger. 

Well was it said the other day by the gentleman from 
South Carolina, (Mr. CAr.HOUN,) that precedents apparent-
ly trivial are often ofthe utmost importance, because they 
may be applied, stretched, or perverted to cases never ap-
prettended or foreseen ; and that precedents affecting con-
stitutional questions are rarely resorted to as authority for 
the exercise of any but doubtful' powers, for the plain rea-
son that the authority of precedents is never necessary, 
unless the power they are wanted to sustain is doubtful. 
Witness the use now trade of the two precedents of ex-
punging, found in time proceedings of the Senate ! Sir, 
we shall find it an eternal truth, that "there is no other 
c 	•se Lob f kcr i, 	,t t 	t.h 	t tidy constant  ca  a 	, t a s ,t 1c.1 state, 	an a s c, 	t,a 	nt 
resolution never to give way so far as-tomnake the least 
breach in the Constitution, through which a million of 
abuses and encroachments will certainly in time force-
their way." I quote the words of Swift, a monarchist and 
a tory to be sure, yet they are the words of political pru-
dence and wisdom ; they embody the lessons and the 
warnings of experience,, which the republicans of this 
country will do well to hearken to and remember. 

And now, sir, I think myself well warranted in saying 
that the expunging of the resolution of the Senate of the 
28th of March, 1834, from the journal, literally or figura-
tively, is wholly irreconcileable with the Constitution, upon 
any fair construction of its words ; and that no authority 
for such expunction can be found in any precedent what-
ever at all applicable to the purpose, or entitled to the least 
weight. I think myself warranted in saying, too, that if 
the Senate shall adopt this proposition, and carry it into 
execution, it will set a precedent fraught with the most 
dangerous and pernicious consequences. But there was 
one position taken by the gentleman from Missouri, (which 
indeed I consider as the main ground of his argument,) so 
important in itself, that 1 have reserved it for a separate 
consideration. 

I understand the gentleman to insist that it will not suf-
fice to reverse, repeal, rescind, annul, make void, the reso-
lution of March, 1834, because " all these admit either a 
legal or an innocent beginning;" and that expunction is 
the proper remedy, because " that implies an original 
wrongful proceeding, which infers misconduct as well as 
error, and requires rebuke as well as reversal." And his 
leading argument to prove that the resolution began in 
wrong, is, that the Senate had no right to entertain and 
act upon such a resolution; that it was an act of  .a judi-
cial nature, not belonging to us in our legislative capacity 
at all, and incompatible with our judicial functions and du-
ties; that the resolution is an impeachment of the Presi-
dent of a high crime or misdemeanor, which the House of 
Representatives alone has the power to prefer; that we 
impeached the President, tried him without a hearing, pre-
judicated his cause, convicted him, and only abstained from 
passing sentence of incapacitation upon him. This argu-
ment was first suggested to my mind by a gentleman from 
New York, (Mr. Vtxtotr•r,) in a speech in the debate on 
the resolution; and I then weighed it well. It was repeat-
ed in the President's protest against our proceedings, and 
in the debate which ensued ; I re-examined it; I expected 
to hear it reiterated on this occasion ; but if it be well con-
sidered, I am persuaded it will never be repeated again. 

The resolution declares " that the President, in the late 
executive proceedings in relation to the revenue, had as-
sumed upon himself authority and power not conferred by 
the Constitution and laws, but in derogation of both." 
The words cannot be tortured into an allegation that the 
President wilfully assumed and exercised illegal and un-
constitutional power; no criminal intent is charged, ex-
pressly or by implication ; the language is (and was, in 
fact, intended to be) carefully confined to the acts of the 
President, without impugning or touching his motives at 
all. If this is not plain upon the face of the resolution it- 
self, no argument can make it plainer. 

The gentleman from Missouri, as if sensible that the re- 
solution itself imported no criminal charge, has, in the pre- 
amble to the resolution he has now offered us, recited the 
resolution which was first proposed concerning the remov- 
al ofthe public deposites from the Bank of the United 
States, as a key, I suppose, to unlock the meaning of the 
resolution that was adopted ; and, in his speech, he has re- 
ferred to speeches made in the debate on the subject, in 
order to ascertain from them that criminal motives and de- 
sign aware intended to be imputed to the President. Sir, 
to may mind, the first resolution proposed, concerning the 
removal of the deposites, does not vary, in this particular, 
from the resolution that was finally adopted : there is no 

 of criminal intent, no imputation on the President's 
motives, in the first any more than in the last. But sup 
pose there were—with what color of reason or justice can 

 gentleman from Missouri, in order to ascertain the 
meaning ofthe language which the Senate used, have re 

	

1 	 Y course to langua ?̂ewhtc it did not use. resort to n yes 
lution, which the Senate did not adopt, to find a reason for 
reprobation of that which it did adopt? As to the speeches 

 were made on this floor, which, in the gentleman's ap 
prehension, distinctly imputed wilful guilt to the Presi-
dent, I cannot take upon me to contradict him, for I was 
not then here, acid did not hear thoat: the debate was 
drawings to a close when I took my seat in the Senate. 
can only 

 

r  
reported speech containtn h  c, ti say that I resd no re r d s } Y sa 	 } 

an violent denunciations of guilt and criaue at all answer 
ing time description lie has given. But here. again, I ask 
what right has he limos to take time sentiments of part.icula, 

Itnembets expressed in debate, ass certain exponent of the 
sentiments of every 	Senator who ' the. -exult votes other  Nc a^ 

with hint? Does he 
oth 	nat 

he suppose that every gentleman who 
votes with him, on any question which he debates, enters 
into all the feelings, motives, and sentiments, adopts all 
arguments that influence his judgment and conduct, and 
ma kes them his own? But I recall the attention of the 
Senate to this singular method of detecting offence in time 
resolution of March, 1834, chiefly for the purpose of show- 
iug the manner in which it affects the freedom of speech 
in this body, and the reverential awe with which it suppos- 
es we ought to examine the official acts of the President. 
All proper decorum and respect ought to be preserved to-  
wards um, I agree—for his sake, or our sake, out of re- 
elect to time jiubhic, out of a just sense of the dignity o1' the 
Government: but shall those strong (if you please, too 
strong) expressions of disapprobation or censure. which fall 
from gentlemen in the ardor of extemporary debate, which, 
perhaps, in cooler moments, they would have left unsaid— 
shall these be treasured up in memory, and ur ged as a cen- 
sure not only a ainstthem but all thatvote with them, upon 
the question in debate. What is this sanctity g  in the ofticeof y 
President of the United States, which all men should have 
forever before their eyes, present in their thoughts, inviola- 
ble in their speech ? No such sanctity hedges the im- 
peachable ministers of the British Government. Lord 
Clrathatn once said, in the House of Lords, that time minis- 
ter (the prime minister) had advised the King to tell a de- 
liberate falsehood. The gentleman from Missouri says, 

we have borrowed largely from our English ancestors, 
and, because we have so borrowed, results the precious and 
proud gratification that our America now ranks among the 
great and liberal Powers of the world;" and he traces our 
dearest institutions to English origin. I hope we have not 
forgot to borrow from them freedom of parliamentary do- 
bate. That high encomium which the gentleman pro- 
nounced upon our English ancestors is just and true, and, 
therefore, I was pleased to hear it fall from his lips ; but if 
it had come from me, it would have been regarded as a 
proof of nay aristocracy; for it has often been imputed as 
aristocracy in me, that I make frequent reference to En- 
glish history, (which, in truth, I have read more of than 
any other, but only because it has been more accessible to 
me ;) that I have studied the history of the English Gov-
ernment and laws, and imagine that instruction may be 
found in them applicable to our own. I am content to bear 
the imputation: if the fact, without any criminal intent, 
constitutes guilt, I must be convicted : I know no method 
of acquiring a thorough knowledge of our own institutions 
but by cultivating a knowledge of English institutions. 

In all impeachments that I have ever seen, the facts of 
misconduct are specifically alleged, and some criminal in-
tent., more or less heinous, expressly imputed to the accus- 
ed. Wo have seen'that, in the articles of impeachment 
against Sir Robert Berkley, for his extra judicial opinions, 
and his concurrence 

 opinions .l g 
currence in the judgment against Mr. Hamp- 

den in the case of ship-money,the o inions and the jud - 
ment , s out large; that v h are set ou at lar„e, the fact t at they ga e t em, and 
the gross illegality of them, are distinctly alleged ; and then 
it is charged that all those " words, opinions, and actions 
were so done and spoken by the said Sir Robert Berkley, 
traitorously and wickedly, to alienate the hearts of His Ma- 
jesty's liege people from him, and to set a division betwixt 
them, and to subvert the fundamental laws and established 
Government of His Majesty's realm of England." And 
whoever will search the numerous precedents of articles of 
impeachment in England, I will answer for it that he will 
find this precedent substantially complied with, in charging 
the facts and laying the criminal intent. The gentleman 
from Missouri says that no criminal intent is charged in 
three oothe articles of impeachment against Judge Chase, 
and (as I understand him) in one of the articles against 
Judge Pickering. The gentleman is certainly mistaken. 
The criminal intent. is distinctly charged in all of the eight 
articles against Judge Chase, except one; that, namely, in 
which it is alleged tat, in Callender's case, he did not con- 
form with a statute of Virginia re gulating the process in 
prosecutions for misdemeanor. That article alleges the 
departure from the law, but omits to allege that he (lid so 
wilfully, or even that he was aware of the provisions of the 
statute; and upon that charge he was, of course, unani-
mously acquitted. The article of impeachment against 
Judge Pickering, in which the gentleman supposes no crim- 
inal intent was laid, imputes to the judge the grossest in- 
temperance and indecency in the judgment seat ; nor could 
the criminality ofsuch conduct (than which hardly any of- 
ficial misconduct could be more clearly criminal, however 
it might be more heinous,) have been more strongly and ex- 
preasly'charged. He was convicted upon this charge. 
The gentleman says that, in fact, the judge was insane, 
and was incapable of crime. How the gentleman got his 
information, I do not know ; lie certainly cud not get it from 
the record. [Here Mr. Lrtan referred to the recar,l of the 
impeachments and trials of Judge Pickering and Judge 
Chase in the journals of the Senate, and showed the exact 

c state f the facts. 
The resolution of the 28th March, 1834, declares that 

the President's conduct in relation to the `revenue was it}e- 
gal and unconstitutional, without more. Gentlemen say 
that thefaet alleged implies crime; that it implies a viola- 
tion of his official oath " to preserve, protect, and defend 
the Constitution of the United States." Now, in the first 
place, let us advert once more to the proceedings in the 
shi p-money case, which my colleague has quoted with so 
much approbation, where the. House of Lords dec lared the 
extra-judicial opinions of the judges, and the judgment 
against Mr. Hampden, illegal and unconstitutional, in the 
strongest terms, without imagining that that declaration 
was a prejudication of the impeachment against one of the 
judges then pending, which the Lords, as the high court of 
impeachment, were to try ; in other words, that it did not 
occur to them that the fact of extra-judicial illegal conduct 
implied crime. In the next place, let me ask gentlemen 
whether they suppose that; in. maintaining that this ex- 
punging process they are so intent upon is unconstitution- 
al ; in declaring my opinion (as I do most conscientiously; 
that it is-a plain violation of the Constitution, I mean tc 
charge them with a wilful violation of the Constitution 
and of their official oaths? I know mankind too well 
It has been said that, if men's passions could be mad( 
to enter into the question, they would differ and dis 
pate upon the plainest proposition in Euclid ; any 
there is no passion so apt and so potential to influence ant 
determine the j udgments of public men as party spirit. Gen- 
tlemen, in both "Houses of Congress, are daily alleging 
that measures strenuously maintained by others are uncon- 
stitutional, plainly unconstitutional ; yet no one ever think: 
of giving or taking offence, which, surely, all would do i 
they thought that to allege unconstitutional conduct is it 
charge'wilful guilt. The President has often put his veto 
on acts passed by both Houses of Congress, on the grouni 
that be thought them unconstitutional. I can hardly be 
lieve that he meant to charge the majority of both House, 
with an intentional violation of the Constitution and breach 
of their official oaths. I have heard the judgments of the 
Supreme Court publiclyintpugned, as bein g contrary to the 
Constitution. I have heard Chief Justice Marshall's opin 
ions so impugned by men who--entertained the highest re 
spect for his abilities and integrity, and would have consider 
ed it a reproach to themselves if they had been gravely tole 
that they had imputed to the court a wilful departure from 
right, truth, and ,justice. Sir, there is but one hypothesis 
upon which the allegation made in the resolution of March 
1834, that the President's conduct was illegal and imcon 
stitutional, can imply crime, and that is, that his judgnten 
is infallible, and that it is morally impossible for him to dl 
an illegal and unconstitutional act, through error of judg 
gent. That is very far from my opinion. There is n ^ 

man whose judgment I should esteem infallible on such ; 
subject, and the President is one of the last men to whom 
should attribute any such infallibility. And, though I be 
lieved at the time I gave my vote on the resolution c 
March, 1834, that the conduct of the President therein re 
ferred to was illegal and unconstitutional, and though tha 
is still, and probably will always continue to be, my firms 
undoubting opinion, I have no hesitation in saying that, i 
the President had been regularly impeached for t tat con 
duct, and I had been called upon to decide his cause as on 
of his judges, upon all the evidence then (or, indeed, yet 
known to lame, touching the motives of his conduct, my voic 
must have been for his acquittal. I could not have foun 
the wilful criminal intent essential to constitute guilt. 

The gentleman from Missouri loudly reprobates the it 
solution in question, on the ground that its allegations ar 
vague and indefinite ; not perceiving that that very circum 
stance furnishes the strongest proofthat a criminal accost 
tion was not made or intended. The idea of impeaching Lb 

o President of crime or misdemeanor never entered into th 
thoughts of any Senator who voted for the resolution ; art 
there was not a human being, I am quite sure, who so muc 

n as imagined the,possibility of an act of impeachment by th 
House of Representatives; the case of such impeach 
mcnt was only supposed in argument, never apprehende 

o in fact. 
It is said that the resolution of March, 1834, cannot t 

' s reg arded a s -  a proceeding in  our legislative capacity ; an 
in proof of this, it 'has been observed that no legislativ 
measure was founded upon it, and thatnone was intender 
This appears to my mind the most gratuitous assumptio 
that ever was made. It was the opinion of the mover i 

I those proceedings, that the public deposites, at least of t
ev , 	w 	

h 
r 	f. r 	nue htclt s,toulrl afterwards - after ar 1 ^ accrue ought to be n 

- stored to the Bank of the United States • and it-was pro  , 1 
per to ascertain the sense of the Senate on the question 
whether (for the re':tootis assigned by the Exeouhce) th,'  

ad been constitutionally and legally withdrawn or not; 
m if time Sena to had held time affil 

	

•n ^ 	 point , r 	 ,rtive on that P 
would have been vain and idle to prepay and bring in 
bill for the purpose. The course pursued is usual in all 

:gislati-re bodies. As it was, I have not the least doubt 
Imat the known state of opinion in the House of Repre-
entatives upon the subject alone prevented the Senate 
rent passing a bill for the restoration of the deposites. 
['he  Senate did take measures, some time after, to ascer-
ain the sense of the House: on the 4th of Julie, 1834, it 
assed a joint-resolution directing the deposite of the pub-
ic moneys to be made with the Bank of the United States 
nd its branches. The House never acted upon it. 

But let us examine more closely the reason and founda-
ion of this opinion, that the Senate cannot, in its legisla-
ive capacity, discuss and determine upon the constitution. 
lity or legality ofany act of the President; and let us see, 
oo, the extent ofthe principle. It is supposed that the ju-
licial power vested in the Senate, as the court for the trial 
-f impeachments, operates as a limitation upon the action of 
he Senate in its legislative capacity ; that the Senate can-
lot, in its legislative capacity, express any opinion impugn- 
ng the constitutionality or legality of any official act of the 
?resident, because it may be called upon to ,  decide the same 
luestion judicially, upon an impeachment against him for 
lye same act. Now, it is obvious, that if the Senate is, for 
his reason, incompetent to pass any resolution, impugning 
he conduct ofthe President as unconstitutional, neither is 
t competent to pass a resolution approving his conduct as 
:onstitutional and proper ; for it can be rio more within the 

t' :ompetency of the Senate to prejudge the Prestden_ s cause, 
end acquit him, than to prejudge and condemn. Partiality 
n judges towards the accused is as vicious as prejudice 
,gainst him. Nay, more: it is the duty of every Senator 
o avoid the forming, and expression of, an opinion on the 
onstitutimrality of the President's conduct; to close his 
,mind against all information on the subject; to' hold his 
udgment in suspense. Nor is this all. The Senate and 
Souse of Representatives are made by the Constitution 
:o-ordinate branches 'of the Legislature, and their legisla-
ive powers are co-equal, too, with the single exception, 
hat money-bills can only be originated in the House; and _ 
hen a distinct judicial function is assigned to each. The 
Iouse-  is time .grand  +ilie nation to accuse and 
mpeach; the Senate is the court to try and_ff_ effine. A'S" 
o all matters ofcrimirtal accusation and impeachment, the 
tction of the House is just as much judicial in its nature as 
he action of the Senate ; the onl y  difference is, that their 
udicial functions are ditierert.. If the Senate ,  in its le is- , 	g 
ative capacity, is incompetent to examine the constitution-
dity of the Presidents conduct, and express its opinion 
rpon it, the House, also, in its legislative capacity, is in- -
;ompetent to do so. 

If, therefore, the President shall, upon any occasion, 
tdopt any measure questionable on constitutional grounds, 
'to matter ]tow mischievous the measure may be in its opera-
:ion—no matter how urgent the necessity for prompt and 
lecisivea is ivaction,c re h 1 gt fall a 	to correct the procedure and ar- 
rest the progress of the evil—neither branch ofthe Legisla-
;ure can examine, or even inquire into, the subject in its 
legislative character, much more pass an act to remedy the 
mischief. The House of Representatives must first re- 
solve itself into a grand inquest ; examine the President's 
conduct in that earacter ; impeach him, if it find just 
cause for impeachment; prosecute him before the Senate, 
and prosecute him to conviction by the judgment of two-
thirds ofthe Senators sitting on the trial; and then, and 
not till then, the two Houses may set about devising mea-
lures to counteract the unconstitutional and illegal mea-
sures of the Executive. And furthermore, as the Senate 
cannot convict the President, without being satisfied in its 
conscientious judgment that his unconstitutional proceed-
ings are justly imputable to criminal motives and designs, 
no unconstitutional acts of the President can be corrected 
by any legislative measures of Congress, if the .President's 
violation ofthe Constitution and laws shall appear to be 
justly imputable to an innocent error of judgment as to the 
extent of his own powers—an error into which (of all others 
that can be conceived) men in power are most apt to fall. 
Meanwhile, the measures of the Executive continue in 
operation, and perhaps work their full effect, unchecked, 
unembarrassed, by any manner or counteraction which the 
Legislature can constitutionally devise and provide. Sir, ' 
if this doctrine that the Senate ,  and by parity of reasoni ng,  YP Y 	g, 
the House of Representatives also, are incompetent, in their 
legislative capacity, to examine and determine upon the 
constitutionality or legality of Executive acts, shall be es-
tablished, then I say that the Executive is, really and tru-
ly, the Government, and the whole Government ; that the 
President is, in every practical view, absolutely irresponsi-
ble ; that he is a. more absolute potentate than any prince, 
king, or emperor, in Europe, except, perhaps, the Autocrat 
of all the Russian, and the Grand Signior of Turkey. And 
this process of expunction of our resolution of March, 1834 v: ::  
is to be resorted to on the supposition. that this dectring,  
JPj ust and true, and to establish it asconstitutional  a s  ri c  
pie of this Federal Republican Government t —' 

. 
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tion concerningconcerning the President's conduct in relation to the 
revenue was adopted, there was an inquiry into the state-of 
the Post Office Department, and the administration of its 
affairs by the then Postmaster General, Mr. Barry; and 
that proceeding of the Senate resulted in the following reso-
lution, passed on the 27th June, 1834: " Thit it is proved 
and admitted that large suns of money have been borrow-
ed at different banks by the Postmaster General, in order 
to make up the deficiency in the means of carrying on the 
business of the Post Office Department, without authority 
given by any law of Congress ; and that, as Congress 
alone possesses the power to borrow money on the credit 
of the United States, all such contracts for loans by the 
Postmaster General are illegal and void." This was at 
least as strong a condemnation of the conduct of the Post-
master General, as the resolution concerning the conduct 
of the President in relation to the public revenue contain-
ed. I should certainly have voted for it myself, had I been 
in my place at the time, because the proposition it asserted 
was true in fact, and just in law ; but, in giving that vote,.I 
should not have been influenced by any opinion, that the 
illegal conduct of the Postmaster General was imputable 
to criminal motives and designs. Enough had appeared to 
satisfy my mind that the grossest abuses and corruptions' 
had crept into the administration of the Department. ; enough 
to convince me that Mr. Barry was wholly unfit for his of- , 
fire ; but the very circumstance of his unfitness, and much 
more besides, that came to my knowledge, inclined me to 
take charitable v iew conduct and character and ake a chars a le t of his condu , 
I more than once publicly intimated this sentiment. And 
now that he has gone to his grave, I find a real pleasure in 
saying that I saw no evidence to implicate him in any in-
tentional guilt. The resolution concerning,his conduct 
was adopted by the unanimous votes of the Senators pre-. 
sent. It is manifestly upon its face liable to exactly the 
same objectiongnow made to the resolution of March, 1834; 
namely, that it imported a criminal charge against the Post-
master General, an impeachable officer; and, therefore, it 
was not within the competency of the Senate in its legis-
lative capacity to entertain and act upon it. The gentle-
man front Missouri voted for it; and, to avoid the charge 
of inconsistency, he now tells us that " the proceeding 
against Mr. Barry was objected to, and that in the first 
stages of it, upon the same grounds on which we now 
stand in the case of the President," (and of this he adduces 
proof,) " and the vote which was given by me and my 
friends, was a vote forced on us by the majority ofthe Sen-
ate, and, being so forced upon us, was given, as we believed, 
according to the truth and the.fact. I well recollect that 
vote, and the conversation among us to which it gave rise. 
Some thought we should vote against it on the ground that 
the proceeding was unconstitutional, and that a vote in its 
favor would commit us on that point •, others, of whom I 
was one, objected to the ne gative vote, because it would be 
against evidence, and would subject us to the imputation of 
voting as partisans and not as Senators, and because a -w- 
gative vote admitted the jurisdiction 	much 	 n just as uch as a r. - 

ative ive one." 
Now, I ask, if a negative vote admitted the jurisdiction 

just as much as an affirmative one, in.Mr. Barry's case, 
how is it that the negative vote which the gentleman gave 
in the President's case had no effect to admit the jurisdic-
tion of the Senate to entertain and pass the resolution of 
March, 1834 1 But this may be thought an argumentum 
ad hominent, which is never quite fair. 1 am afraid my-
self that it is not fair ; because, though this is one 
reason which the gentleman assigns for his course, it is 
not the only reason; and because he has vindicated his 
general consistency in relation to this question, by show-
ing that lie maintained the same opinion he now contends 
for in February, 1831. I did not myself perceive the in-
consistency between the vote against the resolution ofthe 
28th March, 1834, and the vote for that of time 27th Jtine, - 
until it was pointed out to me; and my impression was, 
that it eight be accounted for by the hurry of business 
when time last vote was given, and the little mipo,tance of 
time st beet of that vote, co m pared' with the vast i mport-  t r 	 P 	 P 
once of time subject of the first ; so that the principle in-
volved escaped attention when the last resolution was 
adopted. The only question at all material is, whether 
the opinion the gentleman now advances concerninRMr. 
Barry's case, is right or wrong ? 1 have no wish or care 
to convict the gentleman of inconsistency, nor was that 

v 	this to tc,. il!I 	o.e lies ut m nur )ose in adverting to Y 	 P 	Y P P 
Sr  - to to b;orvc that it is now m tc^t deeper. I ;ra the 	n:t 	a o 

admitted, nay, contended, tutu the same principle which 
slta , '•' • , t^ •li• t the S enate ,  in its legislative capacity ,  ., i., .,,. , 	.to 	 ^ l 	1 	Y 



from examiningnd determining on the cot tit f 	'i a 	 is 	Ionah o 1^ 	y f  
the acts of every impeachable executive officer ; andthen 
all the consequences follow : the unconstitutional acts of 
all executive officers can only be examined by the House 
of Representatives, in its judicial character, as the grand 
inquest of the nation ; can only he examined by the Se-
Hate, in its judicial character, as a court of impeachment; 
can never be corrected by legislative action, until the ini-
peachmnt is determined ; cannot be corrected even then, 
if the Senate, convinced of the innocence of the accused of 
all criminal motive and intent, should be itself bound in 
Conscience to acquit him of guilt; and meantime the un-
constitutional measure will have been in full operation. 
Ana thus, this process of expunction will have the effect 
of establishing it principle vitally affecting the competency 
of the two Houses of Congress in their legislative cha-
racter ; and a principle that will protect not only the un-
Constitutional acts of the President, but those ofall his su-
bordinate executive Officers, from legislative inquiry, ex-
amination, counter-action, and correction ! 

I shall not now enter upon a discussion of the question, 
whether it was true, in point of fact and in point of law, as 
the resolution of March, 1834, declared, that the President's 
proceedings therein referred to were illegal and unconstitu-
tional; because, supposing that declaration not just and 
true, yet, if the Senate had competency to act upon the sub-
ject, its action did not begin in wrong, and the remedy is 
to correct our error by rescinding, not by expunging, the 
resolution. Surely, the present majority of the Senate are 
not going the length of expunging every proceeding of the 
then majority, which it shall consider erroneous in princi-
ple and in tact. The question of the competency of the 
Senate to pass the resolution of March, 1834, lies at the 
bottom of the argument of the gentleman from Missouri, in 
support of his motion to expunge, in preference to rescind-
ing. That question I have now discussed. I wish to con-
fine myself to what affects the question of expunging only. 
If a motion shall be made to rescind, though I shall have 
no new argument of my own, I may find it my duty to re-
capitulate the conclusive arguments of others to show that 
the resolution of March, 1834, is just" and true in all re-
spects, and'that the principle it asserts is essential to the 
maintenance of our free institutions. 

The gentleman from Missouri said that °' expunge is a 
severe remedy, butit is a just one. It reflects. reproach, but 
the fault is not ours, but of those who compel us to it. Let 
us go on, then, and neither compromise for difficulties, nor 
despair for failures. If we fail now, let us try again. If 
we continue to fail, and have to retire before the good.work 
is accomplished, let us transmit and bequeath it to the de-
mocracy of America. Let us give it to the aged sire, that 
lie may hand it down to his heir—to the matron, that she 
may deliver it to her manly son—to the young mother,that 
she may teach her infant babe to suck in the avenging 
word EXPUNGE, with the life-sustaining., milk which it 
draws from her bosom." As to that young mother who 
shall be willing to mix the bitterness of that ` 1  avenging 
word expunge," or any other vengeance, with the milk 
which, with the sweetness of maternal love, she should min-
ister to her babe, it is to be hoped she will never have any 
more offspring; and if the unhappy babe shall suck the 
spirit of vengeance with his mother's milk, what deeds he 
may perform in his mature manhood, it is revolting to reflect. 
But none of the young mothers are going to take this ad-
vice—that I am sure of, And if the Democracy of America 
shall be willing to accept the legacy, which the gentleman 
from Missouri is so bountifully desirous of bequeathing to 
them, and to improve it to the degree of which it is sus-
eptible, I fear some future advocate of monarchy may find 

cause to remember and apply to us the contemptuous 
language which the toryism of Swift has applied to all de-
mocratic States—" that an usurping populace is its own 
dupe—a mere underworker, and a purchaser in trust for 
some single tyrant, whose state and power they advance to 
their own ruin, with as blind an instinct as those worms 
that die with weaving magnificent habits for beings of a 
nature superior to their own." And sir, I venture to warn 
my countrymen, that if they would avoid the reproach of 
being dupes, they must never indulge the vain-glorious 
imagination that they are incapable of being deluded; 
that they must distrust and watch their agents, distrust 
and watch themselves, ) over their Constitution, their 
laws, and especially t wath ov their public treasure, upon which the 
rights they so dear ly value essential ly depend.  g 	Y 	Y 	 Y Pe 

'n SSM R' E 	A G L Y'S ACADEMY for th I L 	 the 
1p__ instruction of Young Ladie s , No. I 	South g 	s 	1 ,  

-- 
 Charles street, Baltimore.—This Academy is situated in 

a pleasant part of the city of Baltimore, 	and enjoys all the fa- 
cilities for instruction which may be derived from a numerous 

k.` and literary community. 	'1'he patronage with which, for a num- 
bar ofyears, it has been frvored, and the accomplishments ofthe 
young ladies who have left it. are the surest p ledges of the ex- it, 	 P 	g 
cellence of the mode in which instruction is coltve Y ed, and of 
the attention deportment of the 	nr ,its 	To 	e  paid  to the 	de 	e 	c 	 those  P 	 P 	 1 	} 
wl:o wish to acquire a knowledge of the French language, this 

-' instituti on-oners peculiar advantages. 	It is the language of the 
- Tamil 	and a 111ira. Yr 	 pupils are compelled to use it in the class 

rooms, and during their hnn,-s of reerealion. 	__. 
The course ofinstruction embraces Reading, Writing, Gram- g 	g 

	

c 	om osition 	 Algebra; 	 o 	a 

	

mat Rhetori 	C Arithmetic, -  Ge gr 	hYr r 	, 	P 	r g 	, 	e 	P 
Astronomy, 	History, 	Chronology, Mytology, Logic, 	Ethics, 
Natural Philosophy, Chemistry, French, Spanish, ' Music, Dan- 
cing, Drawing, Plain and Ornamental Needle Work. 

The discipline of the Academy is mild, but firm and regular. 
The emulation of the pupils is excited by every gentle me, 
and their success is rewarded by an annual distribution of pre-
miums. 

The institution is provided with a good library. 
The pupils are not permitted to walk out unattended. 	Their 

visiters are always received in the presence of some member of 
- the family. 	During recreation, they are under the superintend- 

ence of one of their teachers. 
TERMS. 

Board and tuition, per annum, 	- 	- 	$200 00 
Half boarders, tuition not included, - 	- 	• 	60 00 
Day scholar s , 	- 	- 	- 	 GO 00 

EXTRA CHARGES. 
French, per annum, - 	- 	- 	- 	$20 00 
Spanish, Music, Drawing, and Dancing, at the Pro- 

fessora' charges. 
Ordiiias infirmary"charges, not including Doctor's 

3 00- 	 - 	 - 	 - 	 - fees, 
. Each scholar must lie provided with bed and bed- 

ding, or pay 810, if furnished by the institution. 
Washing, per annum, 	- 	- 	- 	20 00 

0_.  Boarders pay the 	current charges. half yearly in advance. 
Day scholars quarterly. 

Parents and guardians residing at a distance are required to 
appoint aresponsible,agent in the city. 

The vacation commences the Monday on or after the 25th o 
• July, and lasts until the first Monday in September. 

REFEREsecss.—The Most Rev. Dr. Eccleston, the Rev. Dr. 
Delimit  the Rev. John J. Chance, the Rev. Dr. Wyatt, the Hon. 
It. B. Taney, Philip E. Thomas, W. E. George, Richard Caton, 
L. Wetherell, T. Ellicott, Jai!tes Howard, W. Woodville, Esqs. 
Dr. Potter, Dr. Chatard, the Hon. B. Roman, and the Hon. Geo. 
A. Waggaman, of Louisiana, the Hon. W. Gaston, of North 
Carolina, L. A. Petray, of Charleston, South Carolina. 

mar 30—w3mo 

The Editor of the Richmond Enquirer and New Orleans 
Advertiser will insert the above advertisement once a week for 
three months, and send their accounts to this office. 

RUSTEE'S SALE.—By virtue of a deed of trust from 
William W. Lowe, and çhristiana, his wife, dated on the 

lot of April , 1831, the subserib is will sell ,  at public auction, on 
the premises, at 12 o'clock M. on Monday, the 9th of May, 1836, 
all the right, title, and interest of said Wm. W. Lowe, and 
Christiana, his wife, in and to lot A, ofthe subdivision of lot No. 
4, in square No. 573. 

The said lot has a two-story brick house and other improve-
ments thereon. 

The terms will be made known at the time and place of sale. 
Upon the final payntent ofthe purchase money, a deed will be 

given for the property by us, 
C. H. WILTBERGER, 

r 	 W. HEWITT, 
Trustees. 

ap 16—eots 	 EDWARD DYER, Auctioneer. 

C 
	FOR I+UR.—The highest prices will be paid 

 for Muskrat O 	k Otter, Mink, 	&c., by 
S. W. HANDY, 

Manufacturer and importer of Beaver and Silk Hats, 
between Gadsby's and Brown's Hotels. 

- 	An elegant stock of Handy s Russia Hats will be ready 
for wholesale and retail in a few days. It would be useless to 
speak of the superiority of those Hats. Those wishing to pur-
chase will call and examine thorn. S. W. H. 

ap 16—cp3t 

ERCER POTATOES.—The schooner Pallas, Capt. 
I Nickerson, has arrived at Foulke's Wharf, where the 
steamboat lands, with a quantity of first quality Mercer Potatoes.  
All those who h v bought a e u„ht of the same, and those who want, 
are requested to attend to it speedily. ' . ap 16-3t 

PUBLIC SALE.--By virtue of an order of the Orphans' 
Com•t of Priuoe George's county, the subscriber as aduri- 

the nish•an'is of th, late Hom-y Waring, will sell at pubic sale, on 
Thursday, the 21st day of April, 1836, at Mount Pleasant, the 
late residence of the deceased, all the personal estate of the said 
decetasod, with the exception ofthe negroes, consistingof a great 
variety of hon,ehold and kitchen Fnrnitute, Horses, Cattle, 
Sheep, &c., Plantation and Farming Utensils, and a variety of 
0 1 t.rer P , 	Y ro•^et belo 	,^ nnin to the deceased. The terms of said 
sale ate a credit of six months on all sums over ten dollars , e 	six 	 1 u 	o e  
notes with n,rptrved security to he given bythe pnrchnsers; and 
for all sums of ten iloliara or under, the cash will he required. 

SARAH C. WARING, 
an 15--ts 	Su. viving Adrnmistratrix of Henry Waring. 

L_ 
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F'IllST SESSION. 

IN SENATE. 

rrnuRS.nAY, APRIL 14. 
Petitions were presented by Mr. 141cKE AN, IIr. SWIFT, Mr. 

KNIGHT, and Mr. WVALKER. 
Mr. McKEAN, from the.Comtnittee on Contingent Expendi-

tures, to whom was referred tie resolution concerning the allow-
asses ofthe expenses of the Committee on Public Lands at the 
last session, reported the scone with an amendment. 

Mr. KNIGHT, from the Committee on Manufactures, to 
whom were referred a petition and resolution, suggesting the 
expediency ofrepealing the duties on coal, made a report ad-
verse to the object of the petition and resolution. 

Mr. •W EBSTI )I{ offered the following resolution ; which was 
considered and agreed to : 

Resolved, That the returns for the three last months from the 
Bank ofthe United States, and the different deposite banks, com-
municated to the Senate on the 14th of January last, be printed. 

Mr. LINN offered the following resolution; which lies for con-
sideration 

Resolved, That the- Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire iutothe expediency of establishing 
a post route from Helena, seat of justice of Pettis county, Mis-
souri, to the seat of justice of Benton county. 

Mr. BENTON adverted to the estimates transmitted in a mes-
sage of the President on Friday last, wllich had been printed 
and laid on the table this morning, and gave notice that, as soon 
as gentlemen should have had an opportunity to look over these 
estimates, he would move the Senate, to take tip the Fortification 
bill. - 

A number of bills recaived from the House of Representatives 
yesterday, were read a_first and second time, and referred to 
appropriate committees. 

The reports of committees and resolutions which were lying 
on the table, were taken up, and agreed to. 

On motion ofMr. EWING, ofOhio, the Senate proceeded to 
consider the bill to give effect to patents for pubfic lands issued 
in the names of deceased persons. 

An amendment, which was pending when the bill was last 
under consideration, was agreed to. 

The bill was reported, and, the amendments being concurred 
in, was ordered to be engros,,od, and read a third time. 

. 	 ,PUBLIC LANDS, 
The Senate proceeded to consider the bill to provide for the 

distribution of the proceeds of the public lands, and giving lands 
to certain States. 

Mr. BENTON moved to strike out the words granting lands 
to Missouri. 

Mr. WALKER moved to strike out the words granting lands 
to Mississippi. 

These propositions were discussed by Mr. BENTON, Mr. 
WALKER, Mr. PORTER, Mr. CLAY, Mr. BLACK; when 
the question being varied in its form so as first to take the ques-
tion on the amendments proposed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, the first of which is to strike out the words " on educe- 

in the part specifying the objects of grants to the new 
States. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, briefly explained the reasons which 
influenced the committee to propose this amendment; and the 
amendment was concurred in, . 

The second amendment of the committee was to strike out 
several lines in the second section, specifying education, internal 
improvements, &c. as the objects to which the surplus revenue, 
when apportioned among the several States, shall be applied ; 
which amendment was agreed to. 

The third amendment was to strike out the proviso at the end 
of the second section, that nothing in this bill shall be construed 
to restrain the future action of Congress in regard to the public 
lands; which was also agreed to. 

The fourth amendment was to strike out " 1837," (the limit 
of duration of the bill,) and insert " 1841 ;" which was concur-
red in—yeas 19, nays 11. 

The fifth amendment was to strike out the fifth section, which 
provides for an annual expenditure of $180,000 for completing the 
surveys of the public lands. - 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, explained the reasons which induced 
the committee to propose this amendment, and expressed his 
own willingness now to concur in it. 

After a few words from Mr. KING, of Alabama, Mr. HEN-
DRICKS, Mr. CLAY, and Mr. BENTON, this amendment was 
not concurred in. • 

The sixth amendment was to strike out the sixth section, which 
refers to a contingent re-arrangement of the land districts in 
case of the existing districts not yielding sufficient by sales to 
pay the salaries of the land officers therein. 

The reasons which led to this amendment were stated by Mr. 
EWING, of Ohio. 

I Mr. WALKER resisted the discontinuance of land offices, 
as proposed by this amendment. 

The amendnieut was then concurred in. 
Mr. EWING, of Ohio moved an amendment in the third see- , 

s correspond  with the other part of the bill • tion to make the'date p 	 > 
which amendment was agreed to. 

The next question being on the minion to amend by striltin" 
out the words ` 1  Vlip: ouri" and "Mississippi" from those of the 

1  new States to which 500,000 acres of land each are to be 
granted, 

After some remarks from Mr. BENTON, the bill was laid cot 
the table until to-marrow. 

- Tlie-Senate proceededlo consider the message fromthe House 
of Representatives, insistin on their amendment to the bill to es- P 	 g 

v . 	 Territory of Wisconsin. tabu= 	tterritorialo ernmentint1te 	titer o 	n _h a 
Mr. BUCHANAN moved to appoint a committee of confer-

ence. 
Mr. KNIGHT wished to be first assured whether there was 

not a majority of the Senate who would he willing to recede, and 
called the yeas and nays on the motion, and they were ordered. 

The question was then taken on the motion of Mr. BUCHANAN, 
and decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Crittenden, Cuthbert, Ewing, of Illinois, Goldsborough, Grundy, 
Hubbard, King, of Alabama, King, of Georgia, Liun, Porter, 
Rives, Robbins, Robertson, Ruggles, Walker, Wall, Webster, 
Wright-23. , 

NAYS—Messrs. Clay, Davis, Ewing, of Ohio, Hendricks, 
Hill, Kent, Knight, Mangum, Morris, Naudain, Nicholas, Niles, 
Prentiss, Shepley, Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, White-18. 

It was then ordered that the committee of conference consist 
of three Senators; and, 

On motion of Mr. PORTER, they were appointed by the 
Chair, and ordered to consist of Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. WERSTER, 
and Mr. SHEPLxV. 

The Senate then took up a resolution to correct mistakes in 
any locations of the reservations among the Pottawatamie In-
diaus ; which was ordered to be engrossed. 

On motion ofMr. KING, of Alabama, the Senate took up the 
bill for the relief of Arthur Bronson; which was discussed at 
considerable length, and was rejected—yeas 9, nays 19. 

Time Senate then adjourned. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

THURSDAY, APRIL 14. 

Mr. DRO WIGOOLE asked the House to take up the resolu- 
lion submitted by him yesterday; which was agreed to. 

The resolution was read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to 

communicate to this House full inlitrmation of the mode and 
manner of selecting banks in the several States or Territories 
for the deposits of time public money,of the United States ; ofall 
contracts, agreements, or stipulations entered into with said banks 
for the safe keeping of said moneys ; that the Secretary of the 
Treasury also state what agents have been-employed, the nature 
and extent of their agency, and the compensatiori which such 
agents have received in any way from the Government of the 
United States ; and that he also state what officers or agents on 
the part of said banks have in any way participated or been in-
strumental in the formation of any such contracts; agreements, 
or stipulations concerning the deposits and safe keeping of said 
moneys in said banks. 

WISE moved to amend the resolution by s rikin out Mr. IS)J 	ed 	 y t 	g 	all 
after the word " resolved," and inserting the resolution hereto-
fore offered by him, as follows : 

Resolved, That a select committee be appointed, with power 
to send for persons and papers, to inquire into the mode or 
agency of selecting the banks of deposits for the public money ; 
the contracts with the Treasury Department, by which they 
are regulated ; the manner in which, and the persons by whom, 
such contracts are or have been made ; into all correspondence 
whatsoever touching contracts for the deposits of the public 
money; and into all connexion or relation, official or unofficial, 
which exists, or has existed, between any person oy persons and 
the Treasury Department, or between them and the deposits 
banks, or any_individuals or banks, touching time custody and the 
control and deposite of the public money; or between any de-
partment of time Executive, and any individual or individuals or 
banks, touching the disbursements of the public money, appro-
priated or unappropriated by law; and into the amount of com-
pensation of any or all agents whatsoever, official or unofficial, 
connected with tire said Department, or said banks, touching 

1. kee inn or deposits ofthe ublic m the disbursement, s, *e 	p , 	1 	 p 	money; 
and that said committee have leave to report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. WISE, spoke in support of the motion to amend till one 
a clock; when 

?ilr. PATTON moved that the House proceed to the Orders 
of the Day; which was agree,l to by a vote of Si to 72. 

Mr. THOMAS moved tosus-endtheRule for purposeof P 	 s  
enabling him to present a resolution giving priority to certain 
bills in relation to the boundaries of Ohio and Michigan, and to 
tire admission of Miclti an and Arkansas into the Union. 

Mr. GRANGER called for the yeas and nays, wiiich,were or-
dered, and were—yeas 119, nays 70. 

Mr. PEYTON gave notice that, if the motion prevailed, he 
should move to amend the resolution so as to embrace the bill 
regnlutie the deposite of the public moneys in certain local 
banks. 

Mr. CAMYI13RELENG asked if the resolution went to exclude 
the appropriation bills altogether. 

Mr. THOMAS said it did, until the bills designated in the re-
solution should- be disposed of. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG.. Then I shall vote against it. 
Mr. THOMAS asked for the yeas and nays ; and they were 

ordered. 	 - 	. 	' 

The questionbein-*  tale en,it was decided In time neguti e,—yea 

I I'J' nav, SII not L co t i t 
e i r to of- , 	;.rte 	 e ,,al ,le hi 	f r si 	a the R 	to ,t $`Ir. S POH ^,I{ moved t. t ^ it e ules 

•er it  rcsuintinn setting up.u'L' ursday nexr,_ after 1'l o'clock, to • 
:an.,ider th: ,  bill cshthii.ohisg the northern boundary of Ohio; 
vh: It ntotin,l n -s i ejceted.  

Mt 1',1 [TON moved to take up the bill to rstablish the Ter-
•iturialGovern moo utof ,i i cousin,whichtheSeuatereturnedafter 
mac i3O agreed to two of the am-nchnents of the House, and disa-
treed to time thirdaiueudment reducing the salary of the Govern-
n• li•om $3,600 to 8.7-,300, for his services as Governor and as Su-
rcrintendent of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PATTON moved that the House recede from the amend-
nent. 

141r. UNDERWC)OD (toped, lie said, that the House would 
tot recede, and asked the yeas and nays ; which were ordered. , 

After a few words from Messrs. JOHNSON, of Louisiarra, 
CONES, of Michigan, HARDIN, UNI)ERWOOD, VINTON, 
aSIILEY, BOON, G. LEE, and PATTON, 

The question was taken, and the motion,Lo.recede rejected-
{eas 58, nays 135. 

On motion ofMr. CAVE JOHNSON,,the House then insisted 
sperm the amendment. 	 • 

GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The House then went into Committee of the Whole on the 

;fate ofthe Union, (Mr. PATTON in the chair,) for the purpose 
rf proceeding in time consideration ofthe bill , " making appropri-
ition for the civil and diplomatic service of the Government for 
the year 1836." 

The motion pending was to strike out the appropriation of 
i250 for the coinrnissioner ol'ttto sinking fund.. 

[The appropriation was objected to because the necessity of 
the office had expired, and there was no duty to perform ; and 
was insisted upon oil the ground that it was a, salary of&ce, and 
so long as it existed, and was not abolished by law, let the duty 
be more or less, the salary established by law ought to be paid.] 

After some few remarks by Mr. CAMBRELENG, Mr.CAVE 
JOHNSON, Mr. PEARCE, of R. I. and Mr. MASON, the 
amendment tivasrejected without a count. 

Mr. WISE moved to strike out the clause appropriating "for 
contingent expenses ofthe Secretary of \4'ar,.3,000 dollars," 

[The 	 tl e round that the  ot,position of 14Ir, \i'ISE was upon i g 
money was not wanted for any known object, and lie slid not see 
why 3,000 dollars should be wanted in addition to the general 
appropriatimt frr the Department. It was replied that the mo-
ney was wanted for expenses in detail ; such as printing, station-
ary, &e. necessary to the business of the office.] 

After a lent observations Icy Messrs-CAMBRELENG, SHEP- 
PERD, MASON, and WISE, the motion was withdrawn. 

[Mr. VVisE again objected to the ".moocher and.variety of the 
items for contingent expenses for every. department, which 
amounted to so large a sum in the gross ; anel, after some expla-
nation by Mr. CAMORELENG, he withdrew his objection, and al-
lowed the Clerk to proceed in the reading ofthe bill, till lie came 
to the appropriation of $5,500 for the contingent expenses of the 
Commissioner of Pensions, which, as a. branch of thee War Dc-
partment, he thought could not require so large a stun. Unless 
some satisfactory explanation could be g.ven, he should move to 
strike it out. Mr. CAMRRELENG replied, that every member of 
Congress knew that the business of the office was very expen-
sive, and the numerous calls upon it in every way rendered the 
expenses for stationary and other well known numerous expenses 
as great, or greater, than any otherdepartrnent. Mr. WrsE then 
wished to make the appropriation specific; so that it could not be 
appropriated to any other purposes.] 

Mr. WISE then moved to strike out the words " for contin-
gent expenses," and insert, "for stationary and other similar 
expenses" ofthe Commissioner of Pensions, $5,000.. 

Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD considered the appropriation proper. 
He had examined the subject, and was satisfied that the money 
was required ; and he could riot vote to strike it out, or to reduce 
the sum- --Sr 

Mr. ADAMS thought there would be no essential difference 
inthe terms ; and, as every item of the expendilure must be ac-
counted for, and time accounts must be settled, he thought the 
gentleman's fears were not well founded. He then went onto 
say that he hoped the abuses spoken of by the gentleman were. 
founded in mere rumor, and had no real existence. He knew 
that such abuses crept into all Governments ; but he knew that 
suspicion, jealousy, and slander often raised prejudices against 
honest men. The remedy,if there were abases the rerned 
was in the strict performae of their ditties by the committees 
of this House. - 

Mr. WISE agreed perfectly that abuses should be inquired 
into, and that was what he had been anxious to have done by the 
House for the whole session, but the House would not inquire. 
He alluded to the gentleman's (Mr.ADAaas') administration, and 
said he had been most grossly abused and scandalized; and 
spoke ofthe stories about the East Room, which never had been 
furnished till General Jackson came into office, and then it was 
furnished at the expense of $4.5,000. - Without inquiry the truth 
could not be known; and it must be strict, stern, republican in-
quiry. To inquire of the Heads of Departments would be in 
vain, for they would let truth fall by the way. He had mention-
ed abuses, because investigation was stifled ; and lie went on to 
contrast the conduct of the present party and -Government, 
which will not allow inquiry, with that of Mr. Adams ; and he 
was informed, that when his Administration was charged with 
extravagance, waste, and corruption, neither the Government 
nor the party ever in one instance resisted an inquiry into 
abuses. He concluded with saying that he tract' no special ob- 
'eetiotc-to t fie i m and old wi ra v ' • mendment. J 	 to . >~ . 	vt'g. 	 t -mss-a, 

Mr. ASHLEY moved to 	 tine; ' 
striking out i 0  twd' and inserting "one." 

[This referred to the subject of a salary for a land commis-
sioner.] 

The amendment was adopted. 
Mr. ASHLEY then 	 umforclerk e moved to allow an additionsls  

hire to copy and bring up the records of the Land Office, $2,000, 
and for copying and preserving notes at the seat of Govern-
ment, $420. 

Mr. A. remarked that this was a usual allowance, and was ne-
cessary to secure the Government against the chance of serious 
losses and inconveniences. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG and Mr. C. JOHNSON briefly opposed 
the motion, on the ground that no appropriatton ought to be 
made, when the office has not previously bben' created by law. 
If the office is wanted it should be created by a law for the pur-. 
pose, and not make it a practice to create these offices, inci-
dentally, in appropriation bills. A bill for this purpose had been 
prepared. 

Mr. SEVIER thought the appropriation was proper, and that 
the clerks ought to be employed ; and he hoped the amendment 
would prevail. 

Mr. HARPER approved the course adopted by the commit-
tee, and hoped it would be persevered in. He thought it very 
loose legislation to continually insert these additional items in 
appropriation bills, without any other provision by law for time 
office. He thought the clerks alluded to were needed, and lie 
thought they ought to be paid ; but as they would be provided for 
in another bill, he hoped the amendment would not be made in 
this. 

After some suggestions from Mr. CAVE "JOHNSON, Mr. 
ASHLEY withdrew his motion to amend. 

Mr. SEVIElt then moved a similar amendment, in applica-
tion to Arkansas. Rejected. 

Mr. LAY moved to strike out all the appropriations for the 
expenses of the Territorial Government of Michigan. 

l̂ message was here received from the Senate, stating that 
they had adhered to their disagreement to the amendment of 
the Rouse to the bill establishing the Territorial Gorernment of 
Wisconsin, and asked a conference on the same, having ap-
pointed conferees on their part.] 

Mr. STORER spoke at some length on the subject of time nto-
tiou, contending that Michigan had put herself out of the pale 
of the Government ofthe United States, and was no longer en-
titled to its protection. He stated that, as he had understood, 
there was no Governor of Michigan except their own State Go-
vernor, and no courts except those of her own establishing. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said we had not yet acknowledged the 
independence of Michigan, nor admitted her into the Union. 
Until we had done one or the otlieri we were bound to provide 
for the expenses of the Territorial Government. The money 
would not be drawn un ess it was wanted. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON suggested an amendment to the mo- 
tion, prdviding that the salaries of the officers of the Territories 
of.Arkansas and Michigan be paid in proportion to the time 
which should elapse before those Territories were admitted into 
the Union. 

Mr. LAY accepted the amendment as a modification of his 
motion. 

Mr. J. V. MASON said there was no necessity for this amend-
ment. The salaries were paid by law, not by the appropria-
lion bill, and would be paid pro rata till the time when their 
functions ceased from death, resignation, or a' change in the 
relations of the Territory. 

After some remarks from Messrs. STORER, JONES of Mi-
chigan, VINTON, TOUCEY, LAY, and SEVIER, the motion 
was rejected. 

On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the bill was amended by 
inserting for t t Legislative Council oi' t he expenses of tt e Legtsl v e gun Florida, 
$908 60. 	 - 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, the bill was amended by striking 
out of the appropriation for assistant counsel and district attor-
ney in Florida the words 11  assistant counsel," and the sum of 
$420. 

Mr. WHITE offered an amendment to provide for the pay-
ment of the Judges of the District Courts in Florida, under time 
net of 3d of May, 1828, for the year 1830, $800 ; and for the 
years 1835 and 1836, $600. In favor of this appropriation Mr. 
Wrtrrx said the Judges had performed extra duty, under the 
act alluded to, and were legally entitled to coinpensation. He 
went into an explanation of the nature of the duty, and the right 
to compensation. 

Ir. CAM RE 	̂ suggested that sou h 	Bc ^Ll✓Nu 	e of the evidence  
spoken of had not been known to the committee, and that time 
amendment had betterbe withdrawn, andpresented again in the 
House. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. HARRISON, of Missouri, moved to insert 10  for the costs 

of certain land suits in Missouri and Florida, decided against the 
United States, $1,000:'' 

[This amendment was supported on the ground that the Unit-
ed States were bound to confirm all valid claims to public leads. 
If the tide was doubted, the claimant; by it spacial law, was c1-
lowed to have his claim ascertained by the United States eons, 
and the "costs were to abide tine final decision,a.: mull other cases, 
before said courts." Here time diaims were held to he valid, arid 
the-Government, as any other party, ought to pay the costs of 
the adjudication. It was stated m opposition to time amendment 
that the subject had broil examir cd by a gentivuscamo of the cot:,  

ruittee not nnt -  prevent, mini upon hi; inve:,tigation the rotmnit- 
trr. unaarm.aa • detcrn,inr,i that Ih.' claim ought not to be al- 

,. 'hr towed. It wa., entirely a le r,tl qnr•:<tion, andsnel emted uho el , 
co.,?ttucIion of tire, last mu l's ve c lied.  ]  

'the gtrntion ,tine de!,ale,l by 1,1, ors. WEiT{s, SEVIL'It', 
: -'Mi'l'k, GAMBf1ELENtx, TOUC1;Y, KENNON, and Il,iias-
bISON. 

The qucstinn vvoo Bien put, and there appeared to be yeas Cl), 
nays 0); • which was tint a quorum. 

'floe cotpmittee their rutse, and reported that. fact to the House. 
Mr. CARTER moved that the House do adjourn. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG desired tire, yeas and nays ; which were 

ordered. 
The motion to adjourn was then taken, and decided in the 

negative—yeas 65, Rays 72. 
1h•ci 	as r nt kt oni4r.HAn so:'sam n en n c 1 testiou W ile  Ll e act 	I. 	Ito ^ 	c d e t, 

and the vote was, yeas 57, nays 48 ; so there was no quortun. 
M. CAMBRCLI NG moved that the committee rise ; which 

motion was carried in the allirmative. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG moved that the bill be made the Order 

of the Day for to-morrow and next day. 
Time motion being objected to, 
Mr. CAMBRELENG moved a suspension of the Rules, to 

allow him to make the motion. 
The vote was taken, and there were yeas 86, nays 32. So 

there wes no quorum voting. 
The CHAIR remarked that there was evidently is quorum in 

the House, 
Air. CAMBRELENG moved a call of the House. 
Mr. RENCHER moved an adjournment. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG asked for the yeas and nays; which 

were not ordered, 
The question was then taken on the motion to adjourn, and de-

cided in the negative_ —yeas 53, nays 73 
Mr. CAMI3RELENG then renewed his motion to suspend the 

Rules to make the bill the Order ofthe Day for to-morrow and 
next clay, and take precedence of all other business. - 

Mr. \VHITTLESEY called for the yens and nays; which 
were ordered, anti the question being taken, it was decided in 
the aliirmative—yeas 98, nays 45. ' 

The CHAIR decided that the bill was made the Order of 
the Day.  

Mr. WHITTLESEY understood that it, was a suspension to 
allow thel  gentleman to make a motion.  

Time CHAIR said he put the motion direct on the suspension 
of the Rules, but would ascertain thetmderstanding of the House. 

A motion was then made that the bill should be made the 
Order of the Day +r 12 ('clock, and carried in the affirmative. 

The House then adjourned. 

FRIDAY, APRIL 15.  
Immediately after reading, the journal, Mr. DENNY rose to 

make a motion; when 
. Mr. HOWARD requested him to yield the floor to enable him 
to bring a subject before the House, in which he felt a personal 
interest. Mr. DENNY having complied, and leave being grant-
ed by the House„ 

Mr. HOWARD said that he wished to call the attention of the 
I--louse, and of the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. VISE) to the 
imperfect manner in which his (Mr. W.'s) remarks, made on 
the day before yesterday, were reported in the National Intelli-
g'eneer of this morning. It would be remembered by the House 
that,'onsiderable debate occurred upon a motion of a gentleman 
fm om North Carolina, (Mr. SHEPPERo,) to strike out a part of the 
contingent fund provided for the State Department, and which 
involved, in its range, the propriety of tire appointment by the 
President of two commissioners to proceed to Ohio and Michi-
gan, after the adjournment of the last Congress. Mr. H. said 
that, as was well known, he had the honor of being selected as 
one of these cmnmissi hers, associated with a distinguished 
gentleman (?4r. Rush) who had filled niany honorable stations 
tinder the Government. With what success or ability they had 
herfonned their duties it was not for him to judge, being satis-
iied with the approbation of the President, expressed on the sur-
render of the trust; but he would say, that they were undertaken 
with it single eye to the preservation of the peace of the country, 
then threatened with imininent danger of violation. In the 
course of the debate, lime power of t},e President to stake such 
a ointtrtents had been freely eely discussed. This was a matter 
properly open" to debate, and gentlemen had a fair right to sent- 
tinize it strictly. He had listened to the remarks ofthe gentle-
man from Virginia, (Mr. WISE,) as he always did, with atten-
tion, and was perfectly sure that the report of them, which lie 
would ask the Cleric to read, was not all accurate report. The 
debate having turned exclusively upon the appointment of the 
commissioners, the gentleman from Virginia is made to say as 
follows : 

The Clerk then read this extract : 	 ` 
r` Mr. WISE said, the discussion showed the necessity of ex-

' mnining these contingent appropriations. \V1mat would gen-
tlemen say (lie asked) if it should turn out that this very alp-

` propriation of twenty-five thousand dollars was used to pay 
' some of these secret agents, appointed without any authority of 
` the Constitution ? He went into the examination of the right 
' ofappoiutment, and contended that the President had uo power 
' of the, kind contended for. The contingent appropriations (he 
` said) were applied to all sorts of illegitimate purposes ; and 

even one portion of a system of corruption, which had increus- 
ed to a most enormous extent.' 
Mr. HOWA1{D said that, in the passage just read, it might 

be inferred by some readers, that the epithet contained in the 
last sentenre seas applied to the appointment of the eontmis- 

uremiatic not o. 	- c i no d 	The re larks which we n 	 .e ma amem 
ofthe m (use, in debate, were of great cousequence but those 
wh•,' h were reported to have been made were equally so, be- 
cnuse they went forth to the nation, instead of being confined to 
time Heuse; and, having called the attention of the gentleman 
liouz Virginia to time imperfection itt the report of his remarks, 
lie left it to his own sense of justice what course to pursue. 

Mr. WISE said it would give him a great deal of pleasure to 
explain. Ile would say that he had spoken on the day alluded 

j to without preparation and extemporaneously, and could not say 
what Iris precise words were, but lie .knew what his meaning 
was. He meant to instance this appointment of commissioners 
to Michigan by the President of the United States, not as a cor-
rupt appointment, but as an illegitimate appointment; and he had 
generally denounced contingent appropriations, as covering ille-
gitimate and corrupt applications of the public moneys. He did 
not mean to charge, the honorable gentlemen from Maryland, or 
the President, with corruption in the appointment, but lie charged 
the President then, as he did now, with a akin,g an illegitintule 
appointment, when there was no necessity for doing so ; there 
was, however, a difference of opinion on that subject. At the 
time alluded to, lie was debating the subject with his colleague 
(Mr. MASON) of these contingent appropriations covering cor-
ruptappropriations of the publish mmteys. He did not charge 
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. HowARD) with corruption ;. 
and if such charge was intimated in the report, he would say 
with greatt pleasure that he was misreported. 

Mr. HOWARD said that he was glad to find that the recollec-
tie, of theentleman from Virginia corres pond d with 	own.  his ow g 	 g 	1 	e 	his 	 n 
The contritutionality or legality of the appointment was properly 
open to debate, and gentlemen upon all sides had a perfect right 
to express their opinions upon it. lie would no longer detain 
time House froth its ordinary business. 

[The House then proceeded to the regular business of the 
morning.] 

L -  ht the sketch of some remarks of Mr. WISE, in yester-
day's daily paper, a most provoking but obvious error ,.ryf the 
press occurs. When he spoke of the profit made by the depo-
site banks on the public money, supposing it to be at the rate 
of only tlu•ce per cent. he said it was one million of dollars per 
annum, net nine millions, as it was printed. 

Dl'(IINISTR:'dTOR s SSALE.—On Tuesclay,the 5th 
day of A ril next and front d ay to day thereafter till corn- Y 	P 	 Y 	Y 

pleted, at Oak Hill, the former residence of Col. James Monroe, ! I 
 deceased, near Aldie, in the comity of Loudoun, in Virginia, 

will be sold, at public auction, to the highest bidder, the very 
lar^ va ble p begs, to 	. and various  consisting of 

property 
 or 40

slaves excepted )  
horses, a u 'warf t f the late Col., g se , p ds of  

100 head ofeattle, including several yoke ofgood oxen; 150 sheep, 
70 hogs ; household furniture of the beat quality, kitchen furni-
ture, a library of some thousand volumes, well selected, in vari-
oas languages, ancient and modern, some fine paintings, farming 
utensils of every kind, including three wagons and several carts, 
between 200 and 300 barrels of corn, hay, &c. 

The sale will positively commence at I1 o'clock on the first 
day, arid as it is expected it will continue several days, it is pro- 
;ins;.:: to offer the library on the 2d day of the sale. At the -eon-
elusion of the sale, the slaves of said decedent, about 43 in nnm-
ber, ofall ages and descriptions, will be hired for the residue of 
the current year. At the sale, on all sums above $10 a credit 
ufnine months will be given, the purchaser giving bond with sa-
tisfactory security. For purchases of that amount and under, the 
r.as h will be required. 

The public attention is particularly invited to the above sale, 
which, for the extent, variety, and value of the property to be 
sold, is seldom equalled. NOTLEY C. WILLIAMS,  

SheriffofLoudoun, Committee, Administrator 
de bonis non of Col. James Monroe, de= 
ceased, by 

mar 21—ts 	 WM. MERsirtN, his Deputy. 
LP The above sale is postponed to Tuesday, 19th 

of April next. 	 mar 30 
In consequence of the int:erferetrce of the Cir-

cuit Superior Court of Loudouu, which will commence its ses-
siort on the 18th instant, the above sale is again postponed till 
some day in the next month, of which due notice will be given, 

ap 16  

OARDING SCHOOL FOR BOYS. New Ha-
__, veil, Conti.—G. A. DE WITT, Principal, (late Prhtci-
pal of Providence High School.) 

Reference in Washington to Hon. John Forsyth and lIon.. 
Wm. J. Grayson. 

In New York : to Rev. Drs. Berriau and Antho:t ; Rev, Mr. 
Sc}rroeder; Swords, Stanfoxd & Co. Booksellers ; Hon. Henry 
Meigs, and Meigs D. Benjamin, Esq. Importer of French Goods. 

lit Cimrlestou, S. C. to Iion. Geo. W. 'Cross, and Rev. Pre- 
sidcut Adaus. 

There being in the school several lads from Alabama and 
South Carolina, the Yrincipal would be glad to'add to t7.eir num-
ber front the SoutlhernStatc'. And lie pledges hiutselfthatthey 
shall be subj: ct to no influence which would not he in perfect ec-
curdauce with time inches of Southern parents. Having lived at 
F1rc South, lie thinks he cats duly appreciate Southern feelings, 

Nev: haven, April, 	 apl6—eo1"i  

WASH. I- trO . 
t ' Liberty and IU:zioot. taoav ansi forever, one acid 

iriselmraLle.gi 

SATURDAY, APRIL 16, 1836. 

CONGRESS. 

Little business of consequence was transacted 
in either House yesterday. 	 - 

In the SENATE, amongst the morning busi-
ness, was the presentation of a memorial from 
David 11'7eleille, lately a weigher and gauger in 
the Custom-house at Newport, in Rhode Island, 
who represents that he has been removed from 
his employment under circumstances of extra-
ordinary oppression, &rc. This memorial gave 
rise to a debate, which ended in referring it 
to the Committee on. Commerce, and ordering it, 
with the documents, to be printed. 

After transacting some other business, the 
Senate resumed the consideration of the bill for 
the distribution of the proceeds of the sale of the 
public lands among the several States, &c. and 
adjourned at 5 o'clock, till Monday next, with 
out taking any question on the bill. 

• In the Housu OR REPRESENTATIVES, aftersome 

explanation between two of the members (re-
ported in another part of to-day's paper) eon-
cerning a passage in debate on Mrednesday last, 
and receiving reports, &c. the House resumed, 
in Committee of the Whole, the General Annual 
Appropriation bill, and continued engaged in the 
discussion of the details of that bill all the re-
mainder of the day's sitting. 

The House has not yet acted upon the Se-
nate's proposition to adjourn on the 23d of May. 
Any thinking reader will be able to determine 
whatrobabilit there is of an a djournment at p 	Y 	 ] 
that day, when he is informed that, besides the 
business yet before committees, there are no 
fewer than. seven hundred bills depending be-
tween the two Houses of Congress, some ofthem 
of momentous importance and great urgency. 

VIRGINIA ELECTION. 

Delegates to the Legislature elected, in addi-
tion to '723 before- - stated : 

	

- 	Sono. ADai. 
Nansemond, 	- 	- 	- 	- 	1 
Northampton, 	. 	- 	- 	- 	I 
James City, 	- 	- 	- 	- 	1 
Matthews, 	- 	- 	- 	- 	1 
King and Queen, - 	- 	- 	- 	- 	I 
Buckingham, 	- 	- 	- 	- 	- 	2 
Louisa, 	- 	 - 	- 	- 	1 

S evening's 	 brought Last  eventn ^ s Iltail brou ght us the latest pa- 
pers from Mobile and Savannah, but nothiilg 

 new, either from Florida or Texas. 	- 

FROM TEXAS. 

Rumors have been ill circulation here of bat-
tles in Texas, subsequent to the date of the cap-
tU•e ofthe Alanlo by the Mexican troops; but our 
papers do Hot furnish any confirmation of them. 
The following letter, which we find in the Natchez 
Courier, contains the only additional information 
furnished its by the late mails of the state of a! 
fairs in that country 

WASIIINCyON, MARCH 16, 1830. 

DEng Stn : An opportunity ofe ing, I write you, not 
with many pleasant feelings. 	 n The Alamo has fallen, and 
every unfortunate creature murdered and burnt, some 
cccub•forc v t. c.ac - ^':Oro t.v t 

	

al. A\'lcxic, whose 	̂ } 	 m, ho.:o daughters 
live ateasons, and another, 	 at 
Gonzales, and reported, on the 10th, that on the 6th at day- 
light the cavalry al- surrounded   the fort a nd vile in a gf ntr = Y},with 
scaling ladders, entered at the four angles of time fort, and 
were supported until all but seven. of the Americans were 
killed: these called for Santa Ana and quarter, and were 
by his order immediate)Y sacrificed. In the stories related 
by the two Mexicans, there is no material difference. Mr. 
McNeal (our Natchez friend) said that from La Bahia, 
whence he has just arrived, the country from .La Bahia to 
Boxer is alive with Mexicans ; that Fannin is probably 
surrounded, having attempted to march to the relief of Bex-
ar, and was beat back. Our condition is very bad. To-
day we finish time Constitution, hurry through the rest of 
the business, and prepare for desperate efforts. 

Joasca Cor.r.tNGSwott'rit, Col. CARSON, of North Caroli-
na, and D. BURNET, are in nomination for President (pro-
visional;) Rusfc, BAIUY, HARDtrtAN, POTTER, and one of the 
first named will form the cabinet. Next Congress will re-
gulate land business. Yours, most truly, 

C. B. STEWART. 
IRA R. LEWIS, Esq. Natchez. 

DRtviNG ntTSiNESs.—The Bangor Counnercial Advertiser 
says that, according to a statement of the City Clerk, in-
tentions of marriage have been published by him of two 
hundred and twenty-one couple! and he thinks, if it had not 
been for fear of a French war, he should have had fifty 
more. 

MARRIAGES. 
On Thursday, the 14th inst,, by the Rev. Mr. Slicer, 

Mr. JOHN L. SMITH, of Washington, to Miss RE-
BECCA MARIA SHEPPARD, of Georgetown. 

On Tuesday evening, the 12th inst., by the Rev. Mr. 
Webster, Mr. BENJAMIN THOMAS, to Miss JANE 
GEORGE, eldest daughter of Mr. Isaac Geonox, all of 
Alexandria. 

On Wednesday, the 13th inst., by the Rev. Elias Har- 
risen, FRANCIuC   L. SMITH, Esq., of Va., to Miss 
SARAH G., daughter of Josi\, C. VOWELL, Esq., of Al-
exandria. 

D5 ATII. 
A few days ago, after a lon g and painful illness, ALEX- 
N 	JORDAN, Esq. s' A DER JO DA E Cashier of the Farmers' Batik, q 

of Virginia in Norfolk, in the 61st year of his age. No 
rnan sustained a better character through life than Mr. 
Jordan. 

g" Columbian horticultural .Society.—An adjourned 
meeting of this Society will be field at the Aldermen's rootu, in 
the City Hall, on Saturday, the 16th inst., at 4 o'clock 13.  M. 

At 5 o'clock, Is LECTURE Oct Vegetable Chemistry will he de-
livered by Dr. THOMAS 13 . JONES, a member., to which all who 
feel an interest in the promotion of Horticulture are respectfully 
invited. ap 10-2t  

A Special Meeting of the Coluntbia'Typograplli-
cal Society will take place this evening, at the usual Lour. 
caap 16 	 W. W. CURRAN, See'y. 

}J EGRO SERVANT'S WANTED. —A gentleman, 
l 	atresent in this city, wishes to 	hase for his own use P 	 Y ^ 	

purc 1 
(not for speculation,) negroes of the following description, viz. 
A good cook, male or female, two or three mulatto girls, accus-
tmued to house service, a seamstress, a good washer and ironer. 
Also, two or three likely boys or young men. For such the 
highest prices will be paid. Apply to Edward Dyer, of this 
city. - ap 16---it 

ISSOLUTION.—The copartnership heretofore exist. 
it 	 . 	1 - .: in, under t ime  firm r,f L. o.tIGI1L` & CORDELL, 

eras, by mutual consent, dissolved on the 11th inst. George 
Lambright being duly authorized to settle oho business of the 
1 t firm. LAMBRIGHT -C a e 	 L 13BRIGII'P & ^ORDELI,. 

N. B. Notice is hereby given to all persons indebted to thr 
late firm of Lambright & Cordell to call previous to the let r r p revious ' :  
May next, and settle their coconuts, as the sgbsc: iber is auxiou, 
to close the affairs of Cite late firm. G. I,. 

'f loe t 	,igir d avails +' c f 	t '- fl e t ;̂ der r 	,d 	a 	1 tm..el of ins u tortanit of i fo-  

	

, 	 PI 	Y 	n 	r In 
it * his friends nrt the Public generally , that the  business wit to a l  t u },  vt 
he continu.l by him at the store formerly occnpicd by Griffin w 
Tilley, a fbw doors east of 10th street, where tie has ju=t re 
ceived a handsome selection of Spring Goods of time latest im-
pm•tatione, and would rile those of his former patrons and otl,ere 
to call, &c. GEO. LAMBt?1GI1'1', 

ap 16--?.a•'o4t'+ 

CANAL TRADE. 

Chesapeake and Ohio Canal trade for the tveek 
ending on Thursday, at noon. 

DESCENDING, 65 BOATS—CONTAINING, 
i'lour, barrels, 10,174 Barley, bushels, 650 
1Vltiskey, do,. 115 Potatoes, do. 1[10 
Cider, elo. 32 Ship Stuff, do. 104 
Corn, bushel', 1,066 Boron, lbs. 5,132 
Idhop - 	do. 337 Chil'ee, cto. 4,591' 

Clover seed, do. 48 	' Wood, cords, 231 

Date, do. 6-18 Fence Rails, number, 1,375 
Wheat, do. 3,446 Furniture, tons, 2} 
Coati do. 12,275 Timber, do. 5 
ofl'als, do. 500 

- ASCENDING, 4'i1 BOATS. 
plaster, tons, 65 Salt, bushels, 12 ^' 
Grindstones, do. 6 Oysters, do. '20 
Sugar and Molasses, do. 3j Fish,, barrels, 32a 
Boxes Futnitare, do. 11 Brandy,, do. 3 
Sugar, lbs. 4,480 Wine„ do. I 
Coffee, do. •600 Ale„ do. 13. 

Hops, lbs. 160 

NATIONAL THEATRE. 

Positively the last night of tire, re-engagement of the celebrated 
HERR CLINE. 

THIS EVENING , APRIL 16, 
Will be performed the interesti>;g ch•ama of 

THE GOLDEN FARMER; Or, the Last Crime. 
After which time extraordinary performance of HERR CLrNE, 

who will perform a great variety of interesting evolutions on the 
Elastic Curd ; comnprising a series of Comic Dances and gro-
tesgae evolutions, called  

THE CARNIVAL OF VENICE. 
To conclude with the laughable comedy of 

IS HE JEALOUS? 
OOLOGICAL EXIIII3ITION.—The Managers of 

Exhibition, from • ltimo the. Zoological 	from Ba 	re, have the plea- 
sure of announcing to the citizens of Washington City and its 
vicinity, that they will exhibit their grand collection of Beasts 
and Birds, for two days only, on the Public Square, near the 
Centre Market, on Wednesday and Thursday, Ilre 20th and 21st 
days of April, instant. 

The following are seine of the prominent subjects of Natural 
History contained in the collection, via- 

4 Elephants, 1 Rhinoceros, 6 Lions and Lionesses 
2 Java 'Tigers, I ttso-irmnped Camel, 2 Royal Bengal Tigers 
3 I)romedaries, 1 Polarer White Bear 	 . 
1 Gnoo, or Horned Horse ; 2 Porcupines, 3 Lamas, 8 Leopards 
5 I'antlters, 1 Buffalo, 2 Quaggas, 1 Serveall, I Ocelot 
1 Gazelle, ,4 spotted Hyenas, 2 striped Hyenas, 2 Zebras 
I Onega, 1 Angora, 2 Emews, or South American Ostriches 
2 Conrlors, American Fagle, parrots, Macaws, Paroquets 
Badge's, African Jackalls, Lynx of Japan, Red Alpaeha 
Simie tribe, Ichneumons. ' I 
The exhibition will be accompanied by a band offifteen musi-

cians, who stand unrivalled as to taste and execution. 
'Plte exhibition will bt; exhibited in Georgetown on Friday the 

22d, and in Alexandria on Saturday, the 23d instant. 
No Ladies admitted unattended by a gentleman. 
Atimitlauce, 25 cents. Children under }0, half-price. 

ap 16  
MAEL'LGL'S CONFLAGRATION of MOSCOW 

Now I'x laibitin. - at the Masonic hall. g 
Doors open at '-, past 7, exhibition to continence at 8 o'clock, 

precisely. 
Admittance 50 cents; children half price. Tickets can be 

had at the Hall daring the day anti evening. 
The front s eat exclusively for children. 	ap  12—tf  

Y LD s°1AI{ D DY Ei1.--Sale of I+ urniture.— 
In front of Centre Market will be sold for cash, on To- 

morrow, (•Saturday,) at 8 o'clock A. M. a great variety ofHouse- 
hold Fmroiture, consisting of 

Sideboards, Bureaux, 
Table:, Chairs, Carpets, 
Bedsteads, Beds, Easy-chair, 
'I'ongsand Shovels, Andirons, Fender:s, 
A large gpautity ofgood Kitchen Utensils, &c. 
An seed i"ent Carryall, Market Cart, &c. 
20 barrels of Apples. 

a`p 1 5 	 • ED. DYER, Auct.  
AUCTION NOTICE.--Our sale oIGOLD LEVER, 

tI WATCHES 	fin OL. and LEPINE 	 and e 	) JEWELRY G i 
will be continued this andto-morrow evenings, embracing many 
new articles just , received, as Gold Lever and Lepine Watches, 
Silver Levers ; fine Gold Pins, paintings, emeralds, topaz, and -
ruby ; fine Gold Seals ; enamel, chased, and sat Rings ; Solid 
gold Guard Chains, Seal,; and Keys ; Earrings, Razors, &c. 

ADDITIONAL. 
100 dozen French and English Perfumery 

IS cards fine Knives, assorted expressly for retailing 
50 dozen Emerson's Razor Strops, with paste and hair 

brushes. 	 P. MAURO & SON, 
ap I 1—d2t 	 Auctioneers.  

^1EJj Y li'. MAURRO ,fe 503J.—Old, rare, and valua-
_ ) bI Books in 	a-1 and Historical-Literatur e Boo s 	L>rg 	 e. 
' hiz rare and almost it v 	ab e 	• i t o 	ks heretofore  I 	 t i t alu 1 	011: ct o f I Bor, 	c etofore 
advertised, cucnprisi:ug a great variety of standard works, in- 	" 

t . 	.^ 	 ._. chiding Lords and Commons Journa ls, tl.. folio voluums, Annual 
Reiiiste.r, 43 volumes, Reports of Saunders Dyer, Borrows, Peer- 	, 
W" tihams, Coke, Yeh'erlon, Kelyn.,t, Raymond, Salkeld, 
Strange &r.. State Trials 8 vela. Folio • valuable works on Civil t 	> 	 r 	 Civil  

Law ; Histories of England by Rapin g  Speed, Snollett,' Baker, 
Rc. ; Memoirs and historical \Works of Camden, Clarendon, 
Evelyn, Dugdale, Lord Somers, and Pepys; Thurloc's State Pa-
perc, 7 vois. folio, Collin's Peerage of Enghmd, 7 vols., Bacon 
and Timer's Abridgment, coin numerous others of equal merit, 
is now arranging, and will he sold at auction an Saturday even-  
ing, 16th instant, at the Auction Roours opposite Brown's Hotel. 

Members of Congress, gentlemen of the bar, strangers, and 
literati generally, will find this sale one of the most rare, and 
deserving their particular attention. 	 , 

Caudn,ucs to be had in this city as above, mid of J. 1I. Naff, 
Auctioneer, Baltimore, and will be fin•warded to such as desire, 
per mail, whose orders will tweet with prompt and faithful at- 
tention. 	 P. MACRO & SON, 

ap 11—dts 	 Auc t ioneers. 

AU'I'1ON.—All  persons are forewarned not to pay any bill 
C due Lite 	firr 	R'clt 	'I' i i! time 	e 	n of t cy & R a n 1, or myself, without a 
written order from me. 	 JAMES RICHEY. 

ap 16 

ANTED 'l'(.)HIRE.—A Boy between twelve and 
V fifteen years of age, to serve as an assistant waiter. A 

slave wadd be preferred. For further p:u - tieulars, apply to 
ap 16-3t 	 H.  DYER, Auct'r.  

Y &IOI+IeMAN 3; Co. Ilaltimore.---Tuesday 
Meriting, 26th inst.—STOCK OF CLOTHS, &c.— 

As ohms o'clock we will sell the stock iu trade ofMassrs. JOHN 
GIBSON ,ii c Co. who contemplate making a change in their 
business. The sale wilt take place at their own warehouse, No. 
8, North Charles street, and be continued from day to day, un-
til the entire shall be closed. The Shock consists of— 

Super and extra super Cloths and Ca si tires 	 -a; 
Summer Cloths, or Crape Cmuilet ; Merinos, &c. 
Silk Merinoand'Poilinet Vestiugs 
Black and Fancy English and I  reach Velvets 
London fancy Quiltings cad Shalleys 
I lam ribbed. and satin-ribl e [trilling.  - a 	>,.l l t 	li 	 ,I  

With various other seasonable Stuffs, Paddings, Silk mid Cotton 
Serges, London Scarf Twist, Plain and Fancy Buttons, &c. 
ap  1 6—ts 	 IIO F FM AN & Co. Aucts. 

yi EY NOLDS'S PATENT FEATHER DRESS-
i$1, ER.—This machine forpurifying and l y ^  dressing new 

or old Feather Beds, is now in operation in this city, on 7th street, 
opposite the Patriotic Bank, and produces the following effects : 

It cleanses new feathers from all impurities and offensive 
odors; it dries the feathers; it kills moths and other insects; 
it does not injure, them as "baiting,'' or "kiln-drying;' it takes 
out the dirt; it takes o  it disagreeable smell usually in new fea-
thers; it renders then more light, elastic, and buoyant; it takes 
less, fea.+,lters for a bed; it stakes theta sweet and clean; it brings 
them into lively action ; it takes out the oily and unhealtly' mat-
tee  1  it save:, many from disease and (perhaps) death ! in short, 
it is econotn.y. 

On old lehthers it has the same effect as above ; besides, it 
makes thorn nearly ,ts good as new ; old feather beds that have 
became matted and almostuaoless, are renderedlightand elastic, 
arid much increased in bulk, oftentimes four beds making five. 	- 
The expense is very little, compared to the advantages derived, 
and enough feathers are often left sufficient to pay expenses. 
Noperson is ton o0 1 	p t to have their bed dressed ; if it does not 
give perfect satisfaction, nothing will be charged 1 

The trouble Ii, the housekeeper is little or nothing, as beds will 
be taken to the shop in the morning and returned at night, by 
giving a day or two notice. It also gives a fine opportunity to  
overhaul all the beds, get the ticks washed, or the feathers 
changed to new ticks, &.c, &c. 

Ladies and gentlemen are respectful lyinvited to call and  
witne,ys the operation, where every information will be g iven 
with tileasnre. 

Persons leaving orders at the establishment, o.r through the 	r l 
Post Otfice, (addressed "A. Lombard,") will be promptly waited 
upon. Bode will be called for in any part of the city free of 
expense. A. LO BAI{D, Superintendent. 

ap 16—cp3t 	 (Islet & Glo) 

E, the subscribers, three of the Commissioners 
duty appointed by Montgomery County Court, to divide 

the lands held and seized by the late Edward Burgess, Sen., de- 
ceased, of said County, hereby give public notice that we, or a 
majority of our number, shall proceed, on or about the 27th day 
of April next, by virtue of said commission, to divide and lay 
otf'the following two pieces ofland, to wit, a tract called Henry 
and Elizabeth, and a tract adjoining thereto, called Henry and 
Elizabeth enlarged t all lying in said County, and a part of said 
land is in the occupancy of Elisha Etcheson, and a part in the oc- 
cupancy °of Jeremiah Watkins. All persons who tire in an w ay  Y 
iute-rested in said lands are hereby notified and desired to attend 

. to thisdo,lic no i ice. Dicer, under our l P 	 nde 	land and seals this 30th 
•day of January, 1S36. 	 H. C. GAITAER, 

THOMAS GRIFFITH, 
mar 	 t-7 I—w`:t r T^ I 	S t REM_, 	r' 	 i RCG P 
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IN SENATE. 	 . 
Mr. EWING, of Ohio, rose to present a petition, address-

ing the Chair to the following effect: 
Mr. President : d am charged with some memorials pray-

ing for the aid ofthe United States in constructing a turn-
pike road from Zanesville, in the State of Ohio, to Mays-
ville, in Kentucky, and I ask the indulgence of the Senate 
while I say a few words in explanation of their object. 

The great southwestern road, which diverges from the 
Cumberland road at Zanesville, and passes through Mays-
ville and Paris, in Kentucky, and thence by its branches 
communicates with the whole southwestern portion of the 
United States, has long been and is still one of the utmost 
importance, in a national point of view. Before the con-
tinuation of the national road west of Zanesville, the travel' 
upon this southwestern road very much exceeded that upon 
the present route of the national road westward. The na-
ture and the population of the country to which it leads 
would indicate, even to the most casual observation, that, 
with an equally good road, the travel upon it must still for 
some time be much greater than upon the other, and the 
mails which pass upon it are believed to be now of equal 
importance. 

In this situation ofthings
, 

it was the understanding and 
belief of the people upon this road, and those to whose 
country it leads, that it would be carried on simultaneously 
with the present national road, after they passed Zanes- 
ville, the point at which they separate. This, however, 
failed, in the manner mentioned by the Senator from Ken-
tucky, (Mr. CLAY,) the other day, while the Cumberland 
road bill was under discussion. Repeated efforts have been 
made since that time to obtain the aid of Congress in the 
construction of this road, or some part of it, but they have 
failed. The citizens of Kentucky (wealthy and public 
spirited as they are) have constructed the road from Lex-
ington to Maysville, and it is one of the finest that I ever 
saw. There now remains to be filled up the distance from 
Zanesville to Maysville, about 145 miles, to make a road 
worthy of the nation, from Lexington (and now, perhaps, 
some twenty miles beyond it) to Baltimore. The want of 
that connexion is very deeply felt. 

The citizens of the several counties of Ohio through 
which the road, if ever constructed, must pass, met last fall 
in their primary assemblies, and sent delegates to a general 
convention, from, I think, eight counties ; that convention 
petitioned the Legislature of Ohio for an act of ineorpora- 
ties, and the aid of the State in funds to assist them in the 
-performance-of the work. The Legislature granted the 
act of incorporation, but so great had been the expendi-
tures for internal improvements for years past, that they 
felt that the additional means could not be furnished to 
effect even this great purpose. The People, still intent up-
on their object, are again meeting in their primary assem-
blies to petition Congress for aid : the memorials which I 
present come from organized meetings in two of those 
counties, Adams and Fairfield. They speak of the object, 
as it is felt by them to be one of great importance. They 
say, what I am well aware is the fact, that the expense of 
its execution is too great for the unaided means of the peo-
ple of the country and towns through which it passes ; but 
that with aid from us here, proportioned to the advantage 
which the United States would derive from its construe-
tion, they can and will effect it. They are willing to put 
their own shoulders to. the wheel while they pray to Her-
cules. They say that there are about five hundred thousand 
acres of the public lands south of that road -which have been 
offered for sale about thirty years, and still remain unsold ; 
and they ask that two hundred thousand acres of that land, 

'or its proceeds, be applied to this object; in consideration of 
which they will engage to construct a good turnpike road 
between those two points for the transportation of the mail 
free of cost forever to the United States. I ask the favora-
ble consideration of the Senate to these memorials, and 
move their reference-to the Committee on Roads and Ca- 

a 
 

n ls. 
Petitions were also presented by Mr. PORTER, Mr. 

BUCHANAN, Mr. EWING, of Illinois, Mr. KENT, 
and Mr. WEBSTER. 

Mr. BUCHANAN and Mr. SOUTHARD presented 
petitions against the admission ofArkansas,without a modi-
fication ofher Constitution- on the subject of slavery; which 
were laid on the table. 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on Naval Af-
fairs, reported It bill for the reliefofLoammi Baldwin; which 
was read. 

Mr. BENTON gave notice that he should, at tin early 
day, ask leave to introduce a bill to restore the constitution-
al currency called the federal currency. 

Mr. CALHOUN offered thef, llowing resolution; which 
was taken u p  and agreed to 

Resolved, Thatthe Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to report to the Senate, with as little delay as practicable, 
the amount of money in the Treasury on the 1st of the 
month, where deposited, and the amount ofliabilitiesofthe 
several banks of deposite, respectively, with their means of 
meeting the same; and also the receipts of the Treasury for 
the quarter ending the 31st of March last, arranged under 
the heads of customs, public lands, and incidental receipts. 

On motion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, the bill giving 
effect to the 8th article of the treaty of 1819, made with 
Spain, was taken up. , 

The question being on its passage, 
Mr. KTNGasked the unanimous consent ofthe Senate to 

amend the hill by adding at the end a proviso that nothing 
in this act shall be taken to admit that the eastern part of 
]Louisiana, as ceded by France, does not extend to the river 
Perdido. - - 

There being no objection after a few words from Mr. 
PORTER, the bill was so amended, and passed. 

The resolution to authorize the Co:narissioner of Public 
Buildings to rent out the public grounds for the purpose 
of planting umlborries, bcinr taken up, on the question of 
its third reading , 

Mr. SOUTHARD remarked that the resolution had 
been passed through its two first readings yesterday, in a 
manner not to attract the notice of the Senate. He did 
not see that the resolution could be justified either by pro-
priety or necessity. The public grounds are intended to 
be public reservations, for public buildings, and for orna-
ment, and the recreation of the citizens. There could be 
no propriety in renting out these grounds for a mulberry 
plantation. He had heard no reason assigned in favor of 
the proposition. If there was a desire to plant mulberries 
in this District, there would he no difficulty in obtaining 
land from individuals for that purpose. There was such 
to be found, just as convenient and suitable as the public 
grounds, which was in private hands. The public grounds 
might be required for other purposes before the terms for 
which they might be rented would expire. For the pur-
pose of inquiry into the facts, he would move to refer the 
resolution to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. NILES made a few remarks in a very low tone, in-
timating that the lands appeared to be in a waste and un-
protdeted condition, going rapidly to ruin. He knew of no 
strong reasons for adopting the resolution, because he be-
lieved there were none. If there were any strong objec-
tions to the measure, they ought to be stated. At present, 
these grounds, instead of being in a flourishing condition, 
looked as though they had heavy mortgages on them, with-
out fences, an without any attempt'to improve them. 

Mr. SOUTHARD said he did not-say these grounds 
wercin a flourishing condition. But he thought it right 
that *e subject should be inquired into by a committee. 
A proposition was at this time before the District Com-
mittee to place these grounds under the charge of some one, 
and to enclose some ofthem, which were lying west of the 
Capitol. 

The resolution was then referred to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia. 

INCENDIARY PUBLICATIONS. 
On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, the special order, be-

ing the bill prohibiting deputy postmasters from receiving or 
transmitting through the mail, to any State, Territory, or 
District, certain palters thoreinl mentioned, the publication 
of which, by the laws of said State, Territory, or District, 
may be prohibited, and for other purposes, being taken up, 

Mi. BENTON expressed a wish to say something on 
the subject, but, being unprepared at this time, moved to lay 
the bill, for the prevent, on the table. He withdrew his 
motion. 

Mr. NILES then moved to amend the bill by striking 
out the first sectiota, and inserting a substitute, which he 
sent to the Chair. 

Some discussion took place, in which Mr. CALHOUN, 
Mr. NILES, Mr. RUGGLES, Mr. MORRIS, and Mr. 
GRUNDY took ,part ; when, 

On motion of Mr. GRUNDY, the bill was laid on the 
table, with the understanding that it should be called up on 
Tuesday. 

The amendmentoffered by Mr. Ntr,Es was ordered to be 
printed. - 

The Senate then adjourned. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
The joint resolution referring the petition and `papers of 

the heirs of Robert Fulton, deceased, to the Secretary of 
the Navy, to report thereon to Congress, was read a third 
time, and passed, 

On motion of Mr. HEISTER, 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and-

Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route between the borough of Reading, 
in Berks county, and the Blue Bell, in Lancaster county, 
Pennsylvania, by the way of the State road recently laid 
out, and opened, between those places. 

On motion of Mr. BEAUMONT, 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 

Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Wilkesbarre, via White 
Haven, Lowrytown, to Lausanne, in the State of Penn-
sylvania. --- 

On motion of Mr. MARTIN, 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 

Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Bellefonte, in Jackson coun-
ty, Alabama, by the way of Langston, to_De Kalb Court- 
house, Cherokee Court-house, and thence to Jacksonville, 
Benton county, Alabama. 

On motion of Mr. McCARTY, 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of es-
tablishing a post route from Good Hope to Lima, in In- 
diana. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE asked the consent ofthe House 
to offer the following resolution; which was read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be direct-
ed to communicate to this House full information of the 
mode and manner of selecting banks in the several 
States or Territories for the deposite of the public mo-
neys of the United - States; of all contracts, agreements, 
or stipulations entered into with said banks for the safe 
keeping of said moneys; that the Secretary of the Trea-
sury also state what agents have been employed, the 
nature and extent of their agency, and the compensa-
tion which such agents have received in any way from 
the Government of the United States ; and that he also 
state what officers or agents on the part- of said banks have, 
in any way, participated or been instrumental in the for-
mation of any such contracts, agreements, or stipulations 
concerning the deposito and safe keeping of said moneys in 
said banks. 

Mr. WISE objected to the reception of the resolution, 
and asked leave of the House to state his reasons, 

Objections being made, the CHAIR put the question 
whether the gentleman from Virginia should be permitted 
to assign his reasons for objecting to ill; reception of the 
resolution. 

Mr. WISE demanded the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered. 

Mr. WISE, in justice to himself, wished, he said, to 
state that lie did not intend to address the House on this 
subject, and that he asked leave merely to make a brief ex- 
planation of his reasons for objecting to the reception of 
the resolution. - 

The question being taken, it was decided in the nega-
tive—yeas 66, nays 68: 

Mr. DROMGOOLE gave notice that he should renew 
the motion for leave to offer the resolution to-morrow 
morning, and, if the objection was then persisted in, he 
should move the suspension of the Rules. 

Mr. WISE said he would give the gentleman an oppor-
tunity to offer his resolution to-day. -He now asked the 
consent of the House to offer the following resolution; 
which he read : - . 

Resolved, That a select committee be appointed, with 
power to send for persons and papers, to inquire into the 
mode or agency of selecting the banks of deposite for the 
public money ; the contracts with the Treasury Department 
by which they are regulated ; the manner in which, and the 
persons by whom, such contracts are or have been made ; 
into all correspondence whatsoever touching contracts for the 
deposite of the public money ; and into all connexion or re-
lation, official or unofficial, which exists, or has existed, be-
tweenany person or persons aridthe Treasury Department, 
or between them and the depositebanks, or any individuals 
or banks, touching the custody and the control and deposite 
of the public money ; or between any department of the 
Executive, and any individual or individuals or banks, 
touching the disbursements of the public money, appropri- 

the amount of 

	

 by law - 	into  ated or unappropriated  Y 	and > 
compensation of any or all agents whatsoever, official or 
unofficial, connected' with the said Department, or said 
banks, touching the disbursement, safe keeping, or deposite 
of the public money ; and that the said committee have 
leave to report by bill or otherwise. 

The gentleman (Mr. Wise said) could offer his resolu-
tion as an amendment to this; and then, if the previous 
question was resorted to for the purpose of cutting off 
amendments, the gentleman's amendment, and not his re-
solution, would be excluded. 

Objections being made, Mr. Wise moved a suspension of 
the Rules, and thereupon demanded the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered. 

The question being taken, it was decided in the negative 
as follows : 

YEAS—iVlesss. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Bell, Bond,. 
Bunch, J. Galleon, W. B. Calhoun, Carter, Childs, N. H. Chii-
borne, Clark, Corwin, Crane, Denny, Evans, Everett, P. C. 
Fuller, J. Garland, Granger, Graves, Griffin, H. Hall, Hard, 
Hardin, Harlan, Harper, A. G. Harrison, Hazeltine, Heister, 
Hoar, Howell, W. Jackson, J. W. Jones, Lawler, Lawrence, 
L. Lea, Lewis, Lincoln, Love, Loyall, Lyon, Martin, J. Y. 
Mason, Maury, McCarty, McComas, McKay, McKennan, Mer-' 
der, Milligan, Morris, Patton, Pettigrew, Peyton, Phillips, 
Potts, Reed, Russell, A. H. Shepperd, Shields, Slade, Sloane, 
Spangler, Standefer, Steele, Storer, Taliaferro, W. Thompson, 
Underwood, Vinton, WVashington, White, Whittlesey, S. Wil-
liants, AVise-75. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Ash, Barton, Bean, Beaumont, 
Bockee, Boon, Boyd, Burns, Cambreleng, Casey, G. Chambers, 
Chaney, Chapin, J. F. H. Claiborne, Cleveland, Coffee, Con-
nor, Craig, Cramer, Cushman, Dickerson, Doubleday, Drorn-
goole, Dunlap, Fairfield, Faulin, Fowler, French, Fry, W. K. 
Fuller, :albraith, Gillett, Glascock, J. Hall, Hamer, Hannegan, 
S. S. Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Henderson, Holsey, 
Hopkins, Hubley, Huntsman, J. Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, J. John-
son,R. M. Johnson, C. Joluison, Judson, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klin-
gensmith, Lane, G. Lee, J. Lee, T. Lee, Leonard, Logan, 
Mann, Manning, W. Mason, M. Mason, May, McKim, McLene, 
Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Owens, Page, Parker, Parks, 
Patterson, F. Pierce, D.J. Pearce, Phelps,, John Reynolds, 
Seymour, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, Speight, Sutherland, Taylor, 
Thomas, J. Thomson, Toucey, Turrill, Wagoner, Webster, 
WVeeks-91. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE remarked that lie had not intend-
ed to renew the motion for leave to offer the resolution in-
dicated by him till to-morrow; but, as the House was full, 
he would offer the proposition for decision at this time. 

He moved that the Rules be suspended until one o'clock, 
for the purpose ofenabling him to offer the resolution indi-
cated by him. 

Mr. HOPKINS asked the yeas and nays,-and they were 
ordered. - 

The question being taken, it was determined in the affir-
mative as follows 

YEAS—Messrs. H. Allen, Anthony, Ash, Barton, Beale,Bear, 
Beaumont, Bell, Beckee, Boon, Bouldin, Boyd, -Bunch, Burns, 
W. B. Calhoun, Cambreleng, Casey, Chaney, Chapin, N. H. 
Claiborne, J. F. 1-I. Claiborne, Clark, Cleveland, Coffee, Con-
nor, Corwin, Craig, Cramer, Crane, Cushman, Darlington, Den-
ny, Dickerson, Doubleday, Drotngoole, Dunlap, Evans, Everett, 
Fairfield, Farlin, Fowler, Frei ch, P. C. Fuller, William K. 
Fuller, Galbraith, J. Garland, Gillett, Glascoek, Granger, 
Grantland, Graves, Griffin, Joseph Hall, 1I. Hall, Hamer, Han-
negan, Samuel S. Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, Haw- 
kiss, Haynes, Hazeltine, Henderson, Heister, Holley, Hopkins, 
Howell, Hubley, Huntsman, W. Jackson, J. Jackson; Janes, 
J. Johnson, R. M. Johnson, H. Johnson, J. W. Jones, Judson, 
Kilgore, Klingensmith, Lane, Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, G. Lee, 
J. Lee, T. Lee, L. Lea, Leonard, Lincoln, Logan, Loyall, Lucas, 
Lyon, J. Alarm,. Manning, Martin, J. Y. Mason, 4V. Mason M. 
Mason, Maury, McCarty, McComas, McKay, McKemian, `Mc- 
Kite, 1VIchene, Mercer, Milligan, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, 
Morris, Owens, Page, Parker, Parks, Patterson, Patton, Frmik-
fin Pierce, 1). J. Pearce, J. A. Pearce, Pettigrew, Phelps, Phil-
lips, Potts, Reed, John Reynolds, Rogers, Russell, Seymour, 
A. 1I. Shepperd, Shields, Shinn, Sickles, Slade, Sloane, Smith, 
Spangler, Speight, Standefer, Steele, Storer, Sutherland, Talia-
ferro, Taylor, Thomas, J. Thomson, Toucey, Turrill, Under-
wood, Vanderpool, Vinton, Wegener, Ward, Washington, Web-
ster, Weeks, S. Williams-158.  

NAYS—Messrs. Bond, Buchanan, Carter, G. Chambers, 
Fry, Hard, Hardin, Harlan, Harper, Jarvis, C. Johnson, Kennon, 
Kinnard, Lewis, Love, Peyton, Waddy Thompson, White, 
Wise-19. - 

1 
 

The CHAIR said that, underthe Rule of the House, the 
resolution must lie over one day. o 

Mr. WISE moved to suspend the Rules of the House 
for the whole day, for the consideration of the subject ; 
which was not agreed to. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE hoped, he said, that the resolution 
would be considered now. 

Mr. EVANS objected, and moved that the resolution be 
printed ; which was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. SPEIGHT, the house proceeded to 
the Orders of the Day. 

The joint resolution from the Senate fixing a day for the 
-termination of the present session, by the adjournment of 
the two Houses of Congress, was taken up. ' 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved that the consideration of 
this joint resolution be postponed to the first. Monday of 
May. - 

Mr. SPEIGHT objected to so long a postponement, 
and urged the expediency of fixing a day for the adjourn-
ment of Congress. Experience (he said) had shown that 
the despatch of business was expedited by fixing a limit to 
the session. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said the 1st of May was only a 
fortnight cff, and before that tiu:e it would not be practica-
ble to fix a day for the adjournment. Before the bill regu-
lating the deposites ofthe public rnoneys in the local banks 
was taken up and disposed of, he would not consent to fix 
a day for the termination of the session. 
' After a few words from Mr. SPEIGHT, 

Mr. HARDIN said the hoped the motion ofthe gentle-
man from New York would prevail. FVe had at least five 
hundred bills to act upon, amongst which was a bill report-
ed two years ago, for extending the benefits of the pension 
act of 1832 to those officers and soldiers who fought from 
the year 1783 till 1794, in the Indian wars, which were, in 
part, a continuation of the war of the Revolution. He 
thought that bill ought to be acted upon, and that the House 
had been remiss in not calling it up and passing it-before 
this time. No man could tell now, within two weeks, at 
what time Congress could be ready to adjourn. When the 
let of May came, we could fix a day if we were ready, arid, 
if we were not, we could postpone it a week longer. 

Mr. TOUCEY hoped that the motion would be sus-
tained. The House had been in session four months, but it 
had been employed in preparing business which was now 
ready to bt; acted upon. The committees had despatched 
nearly all their business. The long political speeches were 
now over, particularly those in relation to President-Inak-
ing, and the House had, for a few days past, manifested a 
disposition to attend to the public business. He hoped 
their first act would not be to fix a day of adjournment. 

Mr. MERCER differed with the gentleman from North 
Carolina as to the effect upon the despatch of business by 
fixing the day of adjournment. It produced a conflict for 
the priority of business which obstructed its despatch. He 
remarked upon the embarrassments under which the busi-
ness of the House had labored this session in consequence 
ofthe adoption of special orders. Thirty days of the time 
had been spent in taking questions on motions to suspend 
the Rules. No business could betaken up without a vote of 
two-thirds, in consequence of the special order, whereas 
the representatives of a free people, if they were capable of 
acting at all, ought to act by majorities. 

The hour of one o'clock having arrived, the special order 
was called for. 

GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The House went into Committee of the Whole on the state of 

the Union, for the purpose of proceeding in the consideration of 
the bill making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic ser-
vice ofthe Government for the year 1836. 

The question being on the amendment proposed on Tuesday, 
by Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, after some remarks, offered an 
amendment, which was decided to be out of order, pending the . 
motion of Air. SHEPPERD, - 

[The amendment provided that every expenditure under con-
tingent appro7liations should be accounted for, and 'tile names 
given ofthe persons to whom money should- be paid.] 

Mr. SHEPPERD, having been requested to withdraw his mo-
tion, declined. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG hoped the committee would proceed, 
section by section, and not consume time by going from subject 
to subject, throughout the bill. 

Some further conversation to the same effect took place be-
tween Messrs. MASON and BELL, when 

Mr. MASON. proceeded to justify the conduct ofthe Executive 
upon the subject of the mission to Ohio and Michigan. He spoke 
of that controversy as one of the mostpainfnl occurrences in the 
history of the country ; and he thought the message of the Pre-
sident sufficiently explained the reasons for sending two distin-
guished gentlemen to endeavor to allay the excitement and pre-
vent the threatened collision. Even if the President had over-
stepped his constitutional authority, he thought the emergency 
would justify the act. But he would not put it ore that ground. 
He ar=gued that the President was bound to support the laws, to 
preserve peace; and under that power he had taken a mild 
course, which would have been reasgnably expected to prevent 
a conflict between the States. The gentlemen sera were in no 
sense ministers plenipotentiary, but. were mere bearers of de-
spatches, giving friendly counsel, and collect information neces-
sary for the President in the discharge of his duties ; because it 
might be his duty to remove the Government officers in Michi-
gan, if they were disposed to encroach upon the rights of the 
State of Ohio. Mr. M. then compared our institutions with those 
of England in this respect, and referred to the constant practice 
of the Government, which he said had obtained from its earliest 

f sending agents to execute special business and ob- 
tain i g  formation. The occasio n here lie considered fully 
enough important to justify the measure and he did not under- 
stand that any objection was made to the mert, the occasion, or 
the amount ofeumpensation. 

Mr. BELL thought the discussion upon this question as im-
portant as any that could arise, though lie should be sorry to have 
it protracted. - But he would notbc deterred bytaunts of making 
political speeches, and complaints of delays of business, from 
discussing these important questions. He thought it had become 
too common to make imputations of political or other motives; 
whenever gentlemen rose to discuss important principles of go-
vermnent. Mr. BELL then went on to contend against'the 
ground taken by Mr. MASON, that the President had a right to 
appoint public agents. He argued that there were public of-
eels, appointed by law and by the Constitution, chose dote it 
wns to pert „n this duty. The Governor and the Attorney for 
the Territory, pudic officers of the Government, were the pro-
per officers, and should have bee,, called upon to do the duty re-
quired. The President had no right to ap point such agents to 
act secretly, without the knowledge of the country, or the sanc-
tion of the Senate, which was necessary for all ministers and 
agents of this kind. I-Ie referred to seine of the appointments 
alluded to by Mr. l^l tsow, and said they also required explana-
tion, as much as this. Ile objected, not so much to the occasions, 
the appointments, or the compensation, as to the principle upon 
which such appointments were made. He denied the right of 
the President to assume the power, which had been justified. 
As snottier opportunity would be had to discuss this subject, he 
would say no more at present. 

Mr. SHEPPERD hoped the discussion would be confuted to 
the immediate subject ofthe motion he had made. 

Mr. WISE said the discussion showed the necessity of exam-
ining these contingent appropriations. What would gentlemen 
say (he-asked) if it should turn out that this very appropriation 
of twenty-five thousand dollars was used to pay some of these 
secret agents, appointed without any authority of the Constitu-
tion ? He went into the examination of the right of appointment, 
and contended that the President had no power of the kind con-
tended for. The contingent appropriations (he said) were ap-
plied to all sorts ofillegitimate purposes; and even one portion 
of a system of corruption which had increased to a most enor-
mous extent. They are presented in every form, in every guise, 
and pressed upon the House as of the utmost importance. He 
protested against the necessity of contingent appropriations, un-
der the ordinary administration of the Government; and would 
rather let these unknown public agents suffer, than put so much 
money at their disposal. The money was put into the hands of 
the most vile, low, unprincipled agents; and though, if they 
should prove pure, all would be well, yet they were suspected 
and accused of frauds, and improper uses of the public mo-
ney, and they ought to be tried. But examination and trial 
could not be had. Resolutions for inquiry were- suppressed. 
Mr. W. then went oil to speak of the connexion of Reuben 
M. Whitney with the deposite banks and the Secretary of 
the Treasury. He said R. M. Whitney was not employed by 
the Secretary of the Treasury. He did not want to ask that 
question ; and if it were asked what the truth was, and the Se-
cretary should answer, lie would not believe that answer any 
more than he would believe the reply of a common thief, who 
should plead not guilty. He wanted witnesses and answers up-
on oath. -  

He said he could establish the fact that R. M. Whitney did 
receive compensation indirectly from the Government. The 
public money was loaned without interest. The banks have it,and 
it is worths to them at least 3 per cent. ; and this would be at least 
a profit of one millions of dollars per annum ; and how-much of 
this one millions of interest was allowed to R. M. Whitney, no 
one could ascertain, no one was allowed to know; and any reso-
lutions having a tendency to ferret out and expose the corruptions 
incident upon such cannsxion as that of the Secretary of the 
Treasury and R. M. Whitney, were rejected by the majo-
rity of the House. Although he knew that a majorlty of the 
member of the House approved of his resolution, yet the party 
tactics would not allow of its adoption. It was a political fraud 
upon the People. The Government was full of concealed ccr. 
ruption, and he would rather see it stop now, as it stands, and ne-- 
ver do another act, than live in corruption and die by corruption. 
He went on to urge the necessity of inquiring now into the 
frauds committed upon the public treasure. He wanted to know 
if an agent of the Government, secretly appointed, had taken an 
appropriation of $500,000, kept it ten months, speculated upon 
it, and made twenty, thirty, or forty thousand dollars. He made 
no pledge, but he believed what he said, and he wanted an inqui-
ry into the truth of what he said. It had been said something 
should be done with the surplus revenue. He wanted to say, 
and wanted his constituents to know, that nothing would be done 
with it. There were three reasons to operate against it. One 
was that the motley lrlid got into places from which it could not 
be withdrawn. The banks which were operating upon it, 
could not do without it, and, if it were ordered to be drawn by 
law, ik would smash the whole system. The one-headed monster, 
which had been crushed, was far less dangerous than the many-
headed monster which had been established in its place. Ano-
ther reason was, that the money - was wanted for the benefit of 
R. M. Whitney & Co. It was wanted to be applied for the 
purpose of perpetuating the party and their government ; and 
he contended that, so far as the House sanctioned contingent ex-
penses, so far they sanctioned, by law, this robbery of the 
country. - 

Mr.'Wtsa continued to remark upon the difficulty of getting 
information, -and the ignorance of the House in regard to unex-
pended balances, one of which had been suddenly found out 
after this appropriation bill had been reported. He then refer-
red to a card in the Globe, signed Reuben M. Whitney, and 
desired to say that his business was not with Reuben M. ",hit-
ney, but with Levi Woodbury, his master—his colleague. If 
he could bring Levi Woodbury to the bar of public opinion, he 
would •-are nothing for the conduct of Reuben -  M. Whitney; 
and he went on, at considerable length, char g ing frauds and 
corruption upon the Treasury Department, in the management 
of the public money for the - advantage of individual spcnda- 
tors, who were sharing in the plondor upon the , ounny. He  

concluded with stating that lie knew the vilification and abuse 
to which he exposed himself by making these extensive cape-
slices of misconduct on the part of so large a combination. He 
know that when the bloodhounds were nnkennelled, a man 
must be correct and pure himself, or he will be devoured. He 
had no fears upon that account, either personally or politically. 
He should always endeavor to expose corruptions, and would do 
more—he would strive to protect the rights and interests of 
his constituents. 

Mr. SHEPPERD then took the floor, but gave way to 
Mr. BOND, who moved that the committee rise, as the hour 

was late, and he wished to hear the gentleman from North Ca-
rolina in reply to the remarks that had been made. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG objected, and remarked that the busi- 
ness of the House could never be accomplished, if so much 
time was to be spent in debating trifling amendments. 

Mr. BOND then withdrew his motion, as lie understood the 
gentleman was willing to go on then. 

Mr. SHEPPERD continued, and spoke in detail of the ex-
penses of the State Department, and the retrenchment that 
might be made without inconvenience, according to his motion. 

The question than being taken on the motion of Mr. SnEP-
PrRD, it was decided in the negative, by a vote of 55 to 67. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved to strike out the following 
clause: "For the superintendent and watchman of the north-
east Executive building, $1,500." 

After some remarks from Messrs. A. H. SHEPPERD and 
CAMBRELENG, the motion was rejected. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to increase the item of $24,700 
for compensation to the clerks and messengers in the office of the 
Third Auditor to $27,000; which was agreed to. 

Mr. LAY moved to strike out the clause for the compensation 
to the Solicitor of the Treasury $3,500,- and for compensation to 
the clerks insaid office $1,650; and after some remarks from 
Messrs. CAMBRELENG, LAWRENCE, and JOHNSON, the 
committee rose, for want of a quorum, and reported that fact to 
the House. ' 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved a call of the House. 
Mr. VINTON moved an adjournment, and thereupon Mr. 

PARKS demanded the yeas and nays, which were ordered. 
The question being taken, it was determined in the atfirma-

tive—yeas 78, stays 53. 
The House then adjourned. 

The following resolution-was offered on Monday last by Mr. 
WHITE, of Florida, and then accidentally omitted in ourreport: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land Claims be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing, by law, 
that all claims and titles to land in Florida, which shall not be 
decided on the lit of October next, shall be reported to Con-
gress, with the evidence filed in each case, and that the special 
jurisdiction of the courts an that day shall cease. 

WASHINGTON. 
FRIDAY, APRIL 15, 1836. 

THE VIRGINIA ELECTIONS. 

-- We have not thought it worth while to amuse 
our readers with returns of first day's voting in 
one county or precinct, second day's voting in 
another, &c. for Delegates to the Legislature of 
VIRGINIA, because they afforded no valuable 
information by which to form an estimate of pro-
bable results. Complete information has, how-
ever, now reached us from a sufficient number 
of counties to deserve enumeration. The re-
suits of the elections heard from in three and 
twenty counties are as follows : 

- 	, WHIG. ADams. 
Rappahannock- 	- 	 1 
Frederick 	 - 	I 
Caroline 	- 	- 	- 	- 	1 
Chesterfield 	- 	- 	1 
Powhatan 	- 	- 	- 	1 
Henrico 	- 	- 	- 	I 
Albemarle 	- 	- 	- 	- 	2 
Isle of Wight - 	- 	- 	- 	1 
Greensville 	- 	- 	- 	- 	1 - 
Princess Anne 	- 	- 	1 
Franklin 	- 	- 	- 	2 
Rockbridge 	- 	.. 	2 
Charlotte - 	- 	- 	- 	- 	I 
Montgomery - 	- 	- 	- 	1 
Spotsylvania - 	- 	- 	- 	I 
Gloucester 	- 	- 	- 	I 
Sussex 	- 	- 	- 	- 	1 
Nottoway 	- 	- 	- 	- 	1 
Prince William 	- 	- 	- 	1 
Stafford 	- 	- 	- 	- 	I 
Prince George 	- 	- 	I 
Loudoun 	- 	- 	- 	3 
Berkeley 	- 	- 	- 	- 2 

These returns exhibit a gain of one Delegate 
(two votes) to the Whigs, and a yet larger nu-
merical gain among the People. The whole 
number of counties in the State is more than a 
hundred ; and the election is likely to be, upon 
the whole, very closely contested. 

The Charter Election. of the City of NEw 
YORK began on Tuesday, and, continuing three 
days, would have ended last evening. Compa-
ratively little interest appears to have been ex-
cited by it. There is a division, however, for 
Ward officers, in some of the Wards, between 
Whigs and Van B.urenites ; and in the whole city 
there has been a contest for the Mayoralty, 
which will have probably eventuated in the re-
election of Mr. LAWRENCE, the present Mayor, 
a worthy gentleman, but not a Whig, The 
New York Commercial Advertiser gives the fol-
lowing account of the several candidates for this 
office : , 

" For the office of Mayor, there are four candidates in 
` nomination, viz. CORNELIUS W. LAWRENCE, the present 

` incumbent, and the regular Tammany candidate—Al.Ex-
.NDEa Mire., Jr., the Loco-Fococandidate—SamuEL F. 

`.B. MoMSE, Esq., by the Native American Aesociatien- 
` and SETH GEER, Esq., by the Whigs." 

APPOINTMENT - BY THE PRESIDENT, 
By and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 

EDWARD N. ROACH, to be Register of Wills in and for 
the county of Washingtosa, in the District of Columbia, in 
the place of Henry C. Neale, deceased. 

PHILADELPHIA, APRIi. 13. 

The venerable WILLIAM RAWLE, long known and 
respected as the father of the Philadelphia Bar, died in this 
city yesterday, at the age of 77 years. On the announce= 
merit of his death the Courts then in session immediately 
adjourned. . 

PHILADELPHIA, APRIL 13. 

Sale of the Banking House of the United States Bank.—
We learn from the Philadelphia United States Gazette that 
the Exchange was crowded on,  Tuesday morning, at an ear-
ly hour, each visiter anxiously waiting the offer of the real 
estate of the United States Bank, in Chestnut street, by 
Messrs. M.Tnoatas & Sox, auctioneers. The lot. fronts on 
Chestnut street 202 feet 6 inches, extending 225 feet to 
Library street. Besides the banking house, there are two 
large three-story brick buildings on Chestnut street, and 
smaller buildings on Library street. The bidding for a 
short time was animated, but the whole was finally knock-
ed down to THOMAS P. COPE, Esq. at $388,000. It was 
understood that Mr. C. purchased the property for the 
stockholders of the Pennsylvania United States Bank. 

A Fsounx.—One of the Boston police reporters, in describing 
a complainant in court who had been pretty essentially bunged-
up in an affray, says—" His macerated visage spoke for itself. 
There was not a white spot as big as a four-pence on it: he 
looked as if he had fallen head foremost into a boiled bookie' 
berry pudding, and had permitted its'contents to dry on." 

MARRIAGES. 

In Stoystown, Pennsylvania, on the 11th instant, by the 
Rev. Mr. Coonrod, Mr. W. DOUGHERTY, Merchant, 
of this city, to Miss JULIA ANN KIMMEL, daughter 
of Go. Kratatcu, Esq. of Berrien, Michigan. 

On Tuesday last, by the Rev. Reuben Post, Mr. LEO-
NIDAS COYLE, of this city, to Miss HARRIET L. 
EDMOND, of Vermont. 

DEATHS. 

On the 12th inst. after a lingering illness, Mrs- SARAE 
BILLMYRE, formerly of Alexandria, D. C. in the 65t1 
year of her age. 

At St. Louis, on the 1st inst. after a long illness,Genera 
BERNARD PRATTE, one of the most esteemed ant 
opulent citizens of Missouri. - 

CONGRESS. 

To enable us to make some progress in Mr. 
LEIGH'S Speech, and to insert other matters 
promised to our readers, we are again obliged 
to defer to our next the particulars of yester-
day's proceedings in both Houses of_,.Congress. 

The following paragraphs, however, embrace 
the principal business transacted it each House 
yesterday : - - 

In the SENATE, after some morning business, 
the great bill to provide for the distribution of 
the proceeds of the Public Lands among the se-
veral States was taken up, and underwent dis-
eussion ; which had not been brought to a close, 
when, near the usual hour of adjournment, the 
bill was laid upon the table until to-day. 

In the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, after two 

or three vain attempts to suspend the Rules to 
enable members to make motions—for, owing 
to the gross inconsistency of the Rules (as now 
construed) with common sense, it is only by 
suspending the Rules that any original motion 
can be brought within the Rules—the House re-
sumed the consideration of the annual General 
Appropriation bill, and continued engaged in the 
discussion of it until 6 o'clock. Previous to the 
adjournment, the Rules were suspended, which 
assign Friday and Saturday for the"consideration 
of private bills, and this bill was accordingly. 
made the special Order of the Day for this day 
and to-morrow. 

Perhaps it ought to be mentioned, further, 
that, by moving an amendment to a resolution 
proposed by another gentleman, Mr. WISE site-

ceeded in getting before the House, yesterday, 
his proposition for the appointment of a com-
mittee to investigate the nature of the connex-
ion of Mr. R. 111. Whitney with the deposite 
banks and-the Treasury, &c. The remarks of 
Mr. W. in support of this motion were arrested 
by a motion to proceed to the. Orders of the 
Day, which motion, after the arrival of the hour 
of one o'clock, if carried, puts aside for that day 
all business which has not entered into the Or-
ders of the Day. 

TWO DAYS LATER FROM ENGLAND. 

By the ship Argo, Captain Forley, from Liv-
erpool, the Boston Centinel has received Lon-
don papers to the evening of February 26th, and 
Liverpool to the 28th. - 

They contain nothing ofmuch interest to readers on this 
side of the Atlantic. They are filled with debates in Par-
liament and English local matters. 

Paris papers of the 24th are quoted. M. THIERs, the 
new French Prime Minister, concluded a long speech in 
the Chamber of Peers, by assuring the Chamber that the 
recent changes of the Ministry contemplated a change of 
men and not a change of measures. He also stated that 
the Government must relax its severity towards the press 
and the liberal party, before it could expect the confidence 
of the French people. 

The SPANISH civil war was still going on as heretofore. 
In consequence of the severity of General Mina to French 
residents, he and the French Consul at Barcelona were oil 
the " worst possible terms." 

New Yon a ,  APRIL 12. 
Many of the Masons have struck to-day for higher wa-

ges. They could not have selected a better time, as there 
are many more hands here than could find employment, 
even at the old prices. 

FOR SALE, the Schooner Alligator, now 
lying at Blagden's Wharf, near the Navy Yard, 
Washington. This vessel is capable of carrying 
from fifty-five to sixty cords of Wood, and will be 
sold cheap, as her present owner has no use for her. 

Payment will be taken in cash, good paper, wood, or other suer-
chandise. She will remain until the last of April, unless pre-
vionsly sold, at the wharf aforesaid, where application for fur-
user particulars can be made to her owner. 

mar 12—w7wcp 	 -- 

AN AWAY, on Sunday, the 3d of April, a Negro Man, 
who calls himself PHIL JONES, supposed to be 25 years 

of age; he is about 5 feet 10 inches high; he is of a light color, 
or dark mulatto, with very small face, with thick lips; when 
spoken to speaks loud and strong ; he has but little beard, and 
that on his upper lip. His clothing is a brown colored cloth coat, 
cassinet pantaloons of the same color, with stripes, dark waist 
coat, with yellow flowers._ It is likely he may change his cloth-
ing, and - try to pass for a free man. I will give $50 if taken in 
the State of Virginia or the District, or $100 if taken in the State 
ofMaryland, or any other State, and delivered to me or Henry 
McPherson, at either of our residences in Georgetown. 

ap 15—cp3w 	 - ALLEN SCOTT. 

VALLIAB kE LANDS 15011 SALE.—By virtue of 
a decree of the Court of Chancery, the subscribers will of-

fer at public sale, on the premises, on WEDNESDAY, the 1st 
day of June next, at 11 o'clock A. M., a tract or parcel of land, 
lying immediately at the head of South River, in Anne Arundel 
county, whereon the late Thomas Snowden resided at the time 
of his death. This estate is highly improved. The soil is 
equally well adapted to the cultivation of wheat, corn, and tobac-
co. The meadows are extensive, - and it is believed the Farm, 
for grazing purposes, would be equal to any Farm in the coun-
ty. The improvements consist of a large and commodious Dwel-
ling House, in good repair ; an excellent Stone Horse, occupied 
by the overseer, with extensive quarters for servants ; Barns, To-
bacco Houses,Stables,and other necessary out-houses. The estate 
contains about Twelve Hundred acres of Land. It will be sold, 
entire, or in parcels, to suit purchasers. For further particulars, 
reference may be made to the Overseer on the promises, or to 
Robert Welch, ofBen., Esq., of the city of Annapolis. 

On THURSDAY, the 2d day of June next, at 11 o'clock A. 
M., the subscribers will offer at public sale, on the premises, a 
tract or parcel of land in Anne Arundel county, near Ellicott's 
Patuxent Forge, containing about Six Hundred Acres. This.es-
tate is in a tolerable state of improvement. It abounds in Tim-
ber. It will be sold entire, or in parcels, to suit purchasers 
Persons disposed to purchase are referred for further information 
to Postured W. Marriott, or Benj. Brown, Esqrs. 

At the time and place last neentioued, the subscribers will also 
offer at public sale another tract or parcel of land, lying in the 
Fork of Patuxent, and containin g .about Two Hundred Acres. 
For inforirtation in reference to this estate, application may be 
made to Mr. Samuel Bealmear, who resides near the premises. 

And on FRIDAY, the 3d day of June next, the subscribers 
will offer at public sale, on the premises, another tract or parcel 
of land called BROOKS," lying in Anne Arundel county, 
about two miles from the Savage Factory, and containing about 
Twelve Hundred Acres of Land. This land is in a superior 
state of cultivation, and the improvements thereon are excellent. 
The Baltimore and Washington Railroad passes through the 
farm. This land will also be sold entire, or in parcels, to suit 
purchasers. Reference for further particulars may be made to 
Mr. Zedekiah Moore, who -resides in the neighborhood. 

The foregoing lands will be sold on credits of six, twelve, 
eighteen, and twenty-four months; the purchaser to give bonds, 
with satisfactory security, for the punctual payment of the seve-
ralinstahnents, with interest thereon from the day of sale. 

HORACE CAPRON,- 
THOMAS S. HERBERT, 

ap 9=lawts- 	 Trustees. 

0 DRUGGISTS.--A Retail Drug Store in Bal- 
timore for sale.—The subscriber, wishing to make ar-

rengements for going to the West, offers-for sale the Stock, fix-
tures, and implements of every kind, attached to his Drug 
Store, which is centrally situated, and in one of the principal 
thoroughfares ofthe city. The Stock is of good quality, and com-
prehends it great variety of Medicines, Fancy Articles, Per-
fumery, and Patent Medicines, and is particularly adapted Ic 
the Prescription business. All of the fixtures of the Store are 
new, and were put up with due regard to durability, strength, 
and beauty, and will stand in need of no repairs or alteration, 
for a considerable length of time. 

A lease on the Store for a few years can be had by the pur-
chaser, if preferred. Address X. Y., Baltimore, through the 
Post Office, with real name and address. 

mar 19—cp8t  

RUSTEE'S SALE.—By virtue of a decree of Princ, 
George's County Court, as a Court of Equity, the subscri-

her will offer at public sale, on-Saturday, the 23d day of Apri 
next, at the door ofthe court-house in Upper Marlboro', two parcel: 
of land lying and being in Prince George's county, contiguous t< 
each other, and in the neighborhood of Piscataway, caller 
"China," and 00  Tire addition to China," containing three bun 
dyed and forty acres, more or less. 

This property will be sold on a credit of twelve months, thi 
purchaser giving bond with security, to be approved by the trus 
tee, bearing interest from the day-'of sale; and, on the final rati 
ficatimt of the sale by the Court, and payment of the whole pur 
chase money and interest,-the subscriber is authorized to conve' 
the property to the purchaser in fee simple. 

JNO. B. BROOKE, Trustee, 
mar`12--w6w 	 Upper Marlboro'. 

TO THE EDITORS. 

PROPERTY AND TAXATION IN WASHINGTON.^ 

The following statement of the value of real and 
personal property in the city of Washington, as 
fixed by the general assessment of 1834; to which 
are added the additions of 1835 ; also, the direct 
tax on the same, at $1 10 on each hundred dol-
lars. The public buildings and grounds, exempt 
from assessment, would probably, at the same 
rates, amount to $5,000,000 more. Yours, 

J. SESSFORD. 
Personal.. Lots. 	Buildings. 	Total. 	Taxat$110 

51(4,600 $601,490 $644,455 $1,360,545 $15,] 17 16 

	

108,700 	607,322 	903,200 	1,619,222 17,991 35 
207,400 1,399,071 1,.507,190 	3,113,661. 34,596 23 

	

- 27,750 	177,214 	198,460 	403,424 	4,482 48 

	

13,700 	175,679 	132,875 	322,254 	3,580 60 

	

22,825 	154,596 	145,541 	323,962 	3,599 57 

$494,975 $3,115,372 $3,541,721 $7,143,068 $79,367 39 

CCOQUAN COTTON FACTORY FOR SALE 
OR RENT.—The copartnership between the subscri-

bers being about to be dissolved, we offer for sale the above-
named valuable property. 

This Factory is situated at the head of sloop navigation, on the 
Oceoquan river, in Prince William county, Va., 16 miles from 
Alexandria, and 22 from Washington City. 

The house is substantially built of stone, and contains 1,088 
Spindles, with a large-proportion of Carding Machinery of the 
best kind and in good order. It has Twine Machinery, just 
completed, capable of converting nearly half the yarn into seine 
twine, and there is room in the building for looms and power to 
operate them. 

The local advantages of this Factory are great, being in a 
neighborhood where white help can be had in abundance. The 
situation is healthy, the water-power very valuable, and the cost 
of transportation by water to the District of Columbia is mode- #' 
rate. 

Terms of sale will be made known by al-plication to the sub'  

scribers, who may be addressed by letter directed to Occoq,ean, 
Prince William county, Va. 

If not sold in a short time, we will rent it to a manufacturer 
who can come-yell ecomtnended. - -- 	- 

ap 15—d3te o8t 	 S. M. & S. H. JANNEY. 

DOLLARS REWARD.—Absconded from the 
subscriber, about the 29th ultimo, my servant-wornan 

LUCY. There was intrusted to her care, by Mrs. Hanson, of 
Georgetown, a letter and a bandbox containing a new silk ma- 
roon color dress, and a black silk do., a little worn, and some 
other articles. She had on a reddish new domestic calico and a 
brown cloak with a black collar and hood. She is about 18 years 
old; a handsome mulatto ; shows about half-blood. If put in 
any jail, so that I get her again, I will give, if taken in the Dis-
trict of Columbia, or within ten miles of my residence, $20; if 
further, $30, and, if in any free State, the abovenamed reward of 
$100 ; and I forewarn all persons from employing or harboring 
her in any manner whatever. 

NOTLEY MADDOX, 
Prince George's county, Maryland, near Washington. 

ap 15—dlaweptf 	 - 

ADMINISTRATOR'S SALE.—The subscriber will 
offer for sale, at public auction, on a credit of six months, 

at Eutaw, Charles county, Maryland, the late residence of G. 
W. and E. E. Stuart, deceased, on Thursday, the 5th day of 
May, iffair, if. not, the next fair day thereafter, Household and 
Kitchen Furniture, Farming Utensils, several Yoke ofgood Oxen, 
Milch Cows, Sheep, Hogs, Horses, and Mules, and one Jack ; 
also, twenty-one very likely Slaves, ifnot previously sold at pri-  
vale sale. 

CHARLES B. STUART, Administrator. 
The Alexandria Gazette will insert the above (country pa-

per) until the day of sale, and scu
-
d the account to me for pay- 

ment. C. B. S. 
ap 15—cptds  

To CAPITALISTS.--A splendid Tannery, Sac. 
at Harper's Ferry, Virginia, for sale.—The very valuable 

and eligible real property, belonging to the estate of Townsend 
Beckham, deceased, situated on the island of Virginius, at Har-
per's Ferry, is now in the market, at private sale. To those ac-
quainted with the premises, a detailed description would be 
altogether unnecessary. As the property, however, is well 

Y 	

-wor- 
thy the-attention of distant capitalists desirous of making a pro- 

their Stable investment in such property, 	attention is respect- 
fully called to the following facts, combining to render the es- 
tablishment here offered unusually eligible. 	 .* 

It consists of an extensive Tannery and Machinery, supplied ' 
with abundant water to grind bark ; a large number of Vats, 
with ample roAm for almost any additional numb r e ,. many of 
them under roof; Shops, Bark-houses, and, in a word, every 
other appurtenance required to carry on the business on. the 

s' 	scale. It is situated nearly 	 . most extensive s 	 y at the mouth of tiea  
Shenandoah river, by which it connects with the Chesapeake 
and Ohio Canal, distant only a few hundred yards. The Win- 
chester and Potomac Railroad, connecting at Harper's Ferry. . 

	

with the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, and now finished, pass 	 - 
witlrin a few rods. The transportation, consequently, to a 
from Baltimore and the District of Columbia, is reducarr to 	 -' 

	

low rate of about twenty-five cents per hundesd. It being tit 	_ 
only Tanning establishment at the place, or for many mesy- ' 
around, the abundant -- suppiyyT slaughtered hides afforded ilb. 
Harper's Ferry and the vicinity, amounting to 1,000 or upwards„ 
annually, is entirely open, with but little competition ; the price 
has heretofore 'seen, and still continues at five cents per ib.. 
The same causes, together with the large quantity required by 
the United States Armory, afford an ample and- advantageous 
market for the sale of the tanned leather. 

An extensive range of mountains in the vicinity affords also 
an abundant supply of excellent bark ; the price has been about 
five dollars per cord for chestnut oak, the kind principally trr-
nished, and three dollars per cord for black oak. . 

Attached to the property are two commodious dwelling-houses, 
the yards and garden of one of them highly improved, with all 
necessary out-buildings, an ice-house, slaughter-house, with 
several other buildings of different kinds. 

Also, an excellent Oil Mill, supplied by an abundant wafer 
power, which, in consequence of the scarcity of flaxseed, has net 
for several years been in operation. The machinery and fix-
tures, however, can easily be adapted to other purposes requir-
ing water power. a 

The above enumerated advantages, with many others, the de-
tail of which would render this advertisement too lengthy,. it is 
universally admitted, by all acquainted with the premises, 
constitute a property the most eligible of any which is to be 
found out of the large cities, and, perhaps, not inferior to the 
latter, if the low price of bark be considered. " 

This property being left in the occupancy, and" under the man-
agement of a widow and young children, it will be disposed of 
on very reasonable . terms, both as to price and extension of  
credit. 

For further information apply either to JAMES P. BAY-
LESS, Tanner and Currier, No. 1, Cheapside, Baltimore ; JNO. 
FRAME, at Harper's Ferry ; or ANDREW HUNTER, Esq;  
at Charlestown, Virginia. mar 5—cp4w  

IVHE ACE OF DIAMONDS—By Randolph's 
 Rob Roy.—This very beautiful and high bred Horse will 

	

Y 	 Y 	 g 
be let to mares the present season, commencing on the 25th 
of March, and ending on the 10th of July, at his owner's Mill 
Farm, about one mile above Tenally Town, -and four from 
Georgetown, on the River road, at the very low rate of twenty 
dollars for bred mares, each, the season,which maybe discharg-
ed by the payment of fifteen dollars, if paid within the season. -
Fifteen dollars for all other mares, each, the season, which may 
be discharged by the payment of ten dollars, if paid within the 
season. Thirty dollars for insurance in the first case, and twenty 	- 
dollars in the second ; and 25 cents in each case. to the Groom. 

There is no better bred horse than the Ace of Diamonds. For 
his pedigree in full see the Turf Register, vol. v, page 267. 
He ranks, too, among the best of our Race horses, combining 
speed with great endurance. He has been in the training sta-
bles of four respectable gentlemen. 1. Capt. Gee. H. Terrett, 
of Virginia,wlto firstbroke and trained him, ant won manyraces 
with him, beating seine capital horses. Among other things he 
says ofhim : As a race-horse, at all distances, I consider him 
the best I ever had under my direction." 

2. Dr. Duvall, in a letter to his owner, says, speaking of the 
Ace: 00  He is Lignum Vitevr to be beaten by few horses, if 
any, in this country, when right." When with the Doctor, he 
won, at three heats, over the Central Course, beating some of 
the fleetest and best nags of the North and South. (See the 
Turf Register.) 

3. Next he was trained and run by Mr. Richard Adams, pro-
prietor of the Fairfield Course, near Richmond, who repeatedly 
ran Trim four mile heats. He contended with Trifle, Juliette, and, 
others; and although he was beaten by these celebrated mares, 
Mr. Adams says the Ace was always 10  well up; " particularly in 
the second heat over the Fairfield Course, which, he says, "wes 
run in the unparalleled time of 7m. 51s." Mr. A., in a letter to 
the subscriber, says: " Indeed, he is (lee beat whip horse I ever 
saw.,, 	 _ 	- 	- 

4. Mr. Oliver, proprietor of the Washington Cotuse, expres-
ses a similar opinion of his game, and adds further : " While in 
my stable last Fall, (1835,) I was convinced that he was a Race-
horse at all distances ; and with that belief I started him for 
the Jockey Club Purse of $1000-4 mile heats. In this race he 
broke down in the second mile ofthe first heat.''* For the in-
formation of those who are unacquainted with this horse, it may 
be proper to add, that he is believed to be a little under 11f 
hands high ; with short legs, and great muscular power. His 
blood is equal to that of any horse ; and good judges pronounce 
him to be exquisitely beautiful—free from every kind ofblemish. 
His color, a rids dappled chestnut. 

	

A good blue grass pasture, at 50 cents each, per week, will 	. 
be furnished for mares, if required, and particular care taken of 
all such ; but there will he no responsibility for accidents or es-
capes. NATHAN LL'FBOROUGII, 

Grassland, near Georgetown, D. C. 

NoTE.—Any one owning a mare whose produce has won a 
race offour toils heats, may have leer put to the Ace ofDiamonds 
gratis. - 

* He was lame before starting,, having bee,, injured while in 
training the preceding Fall. 	 mar 23  2td&w5tcp 
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