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Scnator Trumbwll’s Review of the
Veto.

We published in fall last week the Veto Message of
President Johnson upoa the Civil Rights Bill. Itis
just that our readers should also see the arguments
sddued in favor of the messure, and we therefore pub-

ish the follbwing abstract of the speech of Senator

ball of Illinois, defieding the bill and reviewing
the ressons whioch @he Presideat in his veto urges
againat it : A

Mr. President: 1y share with the President of
the United Siates in the regret oxpressed that he was

unable to sign the bill % all persons in the
United Btates in their oivil rights, sad seoure the
means of their I it on my own ac-
ocount, beosuss the just raised when this
bill was peesented o the t, before its intro-

duction into the Semate, heve been dwappointed. [
rezret it on the President’s sccount, because it is cal-
culated to alienate him from those who elevated him
to power, and would gladly have rallied around his
adninistration to sustain him in the pnnciflu upon
which he was elected. But sbove all, sir, I regret it
for liberty's sake, to secure which to curselves and
our posterity, this governmeat was founded. Yet if
the bill is unconstitutional, or unjust to the whole peo-
ple, [ would not have had the President approve it.
That the principles are not unjust to th_e whole, or
any portion of the people, nor unconstitutional, I
shall endeavor to show by s candid and dispassionate
examination of the President’s various objections.

He begins these objections with the very first lines
of the bill, which declare that *‘All persons born in
the United States and pot subject to any foreign pow-
er, excluding Indians not taxed, are citizens of the
United States.” . .

The bill originally introduced did not coptain this
provision. It was believed by rayself and many oth-
crs that all native born persons since the abolition of
slavery were citizens of the United States. This was
the opinion of Mr. Bates, the Attorney General during
Mr. Linooln’s administstien, the opinion adopted by
his administration and soted upon since by ail depart-
ments of the executive government, including the Sec-
retury of State, who has issued passports to persons of
ocolor, recognizing them as citisens. It was the opin-
jon expressed by Mr. Marsh when Secretary of State
that all born in the United States were oitizens
of the United States—not referring of course to slaves
—slavery at that time existing in the country. The
President does not object to this declaration in the bill
as unconstitutional, snd he does, however, say that.
It does mot purport to declare or confer any cther
right of citizenship than federal citizenship. It does
not purport to give these claswes of perwons any status
as citizens of States, except that which may result
from their status as citizens of the United States. The
power to confer the right of State citizenship is just as
exclusively with the several States as the power to
confer the right of federal citizenship is with Congresa.
We all know that no Statc has authority to make s
citizen of the United States. The Constitution of the
United States vests in Congress the sole power of nat-
uralization, and it may make a citizen of a foreigner,
but is it true that when a person becomes a citizen of
the United States he is not also a citizen of every State
where he may happen to be? On this point I will re-
fer to a decision pronounced by the Supreme Court of
the United States, delivercd by Chicf Justice Marshall,
the most ewminent jurist who ever sat upon an Ameri-
can bench. In the case of Gassies va. Balena, report-
ed in Sixth Peters, the Chief Justice, in delivering

the opinion of the court, says: “The defendant in er- |

ror is alleged in the proceedings to be a citizen of the
United States, naturalized in Louisiana, residing
there.”” This is equivalent to an averment that he is
a citizen of that State. A citizen of the United States,
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paying the mere politician in sending & veto message
to the Congress of the United States.

The President also makes somo other allusions in
this veto message of a similar charaoter. For instance,
he speaks of the imp y of marriages between
whites and blacks, and he goes on to say : ‘I do
not say that this bill repeals State laws on subject
of marrisge between the two races.’”” Then for what

rpose is it introduced into the message? Not sure-
tynu an ad captandum srgument to axcite prejudios
—the argument of a demagogue and s pelitician.—
Mr. Johnson could not do that, having such
quibbles in Mr, Buchanan.

Tte Presidont fuarther says : “If i be granted that
Congress can repel all State laws diseri ing be-
tween whites and blscks on the subjects eovered by thie
bill, why, it may ashed, may mot repeal in
the same way all State laws disc between the
two races on the sabject of suffrage and efice? X
Congress can declare by law whe shall hold lands—
who shall testify—who shall have capacity to make s
coatract in & State—then Congress can by law also
declare who, without regard to color or race, shall
have the right to sit a8 s jurior or asa judge—to bold
sny office, and finally to vote in every State and terri-
tory of the United States. Perhaps the best answer [
could give to this would be the answer of Andrew
Johnson himsclf. He undertook to reorganize State
governments in the disloyal States. When he did 80
to whom did he extend the right of suffrage? The
blacks? No, sir; but he extended the right of suffrage
to those who were authorized to vote under the laws of
those States befure the rebellion; and when u to
sllow loyal blacks to vote, what was his answer? That
he had no power. It was unconstitutional. But he
has claimed and exercised the power to protect color-
ed persons in their civil rights, and if it carries not
witrit the right of suffrage, what becomes of the po-
sition which be assumed when be extended civil rights
to the negrocs—that he had no constitutional power
to extend to them the right to vote—that it wasa
right vested in the Benate with which he could not in-
terfere? But sir, the granting of civil rights does
not, and never did, in this country carry with it
litical privileges. A man may be a citizen in t.E'.-;s
country without a right to vote or without a right to
hold office. The right to vote and to hold office in the
States depends upon the legisiation of the various
States. The right to hold certain offices under the
federal government depends upon the Constitation of
the United States. The Pf-f:ioent maust be a natural
born citizen, and & Senator or Representative must be
a oitizen of the United States for & certain number of
years before he is eligible to a seat either in this or
the other House of Congress. 8o that the fact of being
8 citizen does not necessarily qualify s person for an
office, nor does it necessarily suthorise him to vote.
Woman are citizens; children are ocitizens; but they
do not exercise the elective franchise by virtue of their
citizenship. Foreigners, as is stated by the President
in this message, before they are naturalized are pro-
tected in the rights enumerated in this bill, bat be-
cause they possess those rights in most, if not all the
States, that carries with it no right to vote,

But sir, what rights do citizens of the United Btates
have? To be a citizen of the United States carries
with it some rights, and what are they? They are
those inherent, fundamental rights which belong to
free citizens or freemen in all countrics—such as the
rights enumerated in this bill—and they belung to
them in all the States of the Union. The right of
American citizenship means something. It does not
mean in the case of o foreigner that when he is nat-
uralized he is to be left entirely to the mercy of State
legislation. 1fe has a right, when duly naturalized,
to go into any State of the Union and to reside there,
and the United States Government will protect him in
that right. It will protect s citizen of the United
. States, not only in any of the States of the Union,
but it will protect him in foreign lands. Mr. Marcy,

residing in sny State of the Union, is a citizen of that | when Secretary of State, held that a citizen in a for-
State. The President next tells us that the right of | eign country was entitled to the same protection that
Federal citizenship thus to be conferred on the several | was extended by that government to its own citizens,
excepted races before mentioned is now for the first | These rights belonging to the citizen, and known as
time proposed to be given by law. This is not a mis- | matural rights, are defined by leading legal aathorities.

apprehension of the law, but » mistake in fact, as will | What are they ? The right of personal security, the '
sppear by reference to which I shall call the attention | right of personal liberty, the right to acquirc and en-|
of the Senate, and which will show that the President’s | joy property. These are declared to be inalienable
facts are as bad as hislaw. [Here Mr. Trumbull | rights, belonging to every citizen of the Unitod States
read extracts from Wheaton’s International Law, | as such, no matter where he may be. How is it that
showing that by various treaties, resolutions and acts ; every person born in these United States owes: alle-
of Congress, Frenchmen and Spaniards, Mexicans and * giance to the government? Everything that he is or
Indinns have at various times been made citizens of - has—his property and his lift—may be taken by the
the Unitod States, and among them some of the per- Government of the United States in its defense or to

suns mentioned in the bill.]

| maintain the honor of the nation; and can it be that|

And yet, said Mr. Trumbull, the President tells us OUF ncestors struggled through a long war, and et

that the right of Federal citizenship is now for the
first time proposed to be given by law. “If,”’—says
the President—*‘as is claimed by many, all persons’
who are native born already are by virtue of the Con--
stitution citizens of the United States, the passago of
the pending bill cannot be necessary to make them
such.”’  That is true. But is the President to learn
now for the first time that rule, to be found in the ;
very horn-books of the law, that an act declaring '
what the law is is one of the most common of acts
passed by the legislative bodies? When there is any
question as to what the law iy, and for greater certain-
ty, it is the most common thing in the world to pass a
statute declaring it. My opinion is such was the
opinicn of the Attorney Guneral; such was the opinion
of the President and the Sccretary of State; such was
the opinion of Mr. Lincoln’s administration in all its
departments; such I belicve to be the prevailing opin-
jon in the United States, that all native born perrons,
not subjoct to a foreign power, are, by virtue of their
being so, citizens of the United Stutes. Some dispute
this, and therefore, certainly, it is proper to pass this
law; and the fact of its being & declaratory law is not
mxde & reason for disapproving it by a President.—
But if such is not the law, says the President, “‘the
grave question presents itself whether, when eleven of

up this government, and that the people of our day
have struggled through another war, with all its sacri-
fices and all its desolation, to maintain it at last, that
we have got & government which is all powerful to
command the obedience of the citizen, but has no
power to afford him protection? Is that all that this

ted American citizenship amounts to? Go tell it,
sir, to the father whose son was starved at Anderson-
ville, or of the widow whose husband was slain at
Mission Ridge, or the little boy who leads his sightless
father through the streets of your city, made blind
by the winds and the sand of the Southern coast, or
the thousand other mangled heroes to be seen on every
side, that this government in defense of which the son
and the husband fell—the father lost his eyes and the
others were crippled—bad the right to call these per-
sons to its defense, but has no right to protect the sur-
vivors or their friends in any right whatever, in any
of the States. Sir, it cannot be. Such is not the
meaning of American citizenship. This Government
which would go to war to protest its meanest—I will
not say citizen—inhabitant, if you please—in any for-
eign land, whose rights were unjustly encroached
upon, has certainly some power to protect its own ¢it-
izens in their own country. Allegiance and protection
are irrevocable rights,

the thirty-six States arc unrepresented in Congressat  Mr. Trumbull went on to review the remsinder of
the present time, it is sound policy to make our entire the ":l“. tﬁ Oomblt.therob{ect'iol:s of thﬁ Prv:ident,l(:nd
colored populution, and all other excepted classes, cit- to show the necesaity for legislation. He then said in
izens of the United States.”” This is a standing ob- conclusion :
jectioln in all the veto mesal::ges of the Prfi(isnt—(-l-not Mr. President. 1 have now gone through this veto
urged, it scems, against all bills, (for the President message, replying with what patience [ could command
:)g::s \;s iIn !1is musagle (:t‘;'“ !ac has hsigl:neg somke forty i to its various objections to the bill. Would thatI could
ills.) It is a general objection which he makes ap- | stop here—that there was no occasion to farther;
plicable alike to all bills; and if there is anything in it bu? justice to myself—justice to the State gvobooe Rep:
1o bill can pass the Congrees of the United States till resentative [ am—justice to the people of the whole
these States are represented here. Sir, w?ose fault is country, in legislation for whose behalf [ am called to
}t t{u\tre{fv‘eu States are not represented ? By what participate—justice to the Constitution I am sworn to
b siood by the Union nd'by the Consiacon, a6 ¢ Fowcens et v e By Ammerean ctuenelp
: . on | e Constif , it secures, and to human liberty, now im —re-
to be dgpr;ql of gt:ﬁr n%ht I'Wo legnsl;tlon bl:e theg::‘- ' quire me to go further. Gladly would I refran from
son assigned is & one ow, it has been a . speaking of the spirit of this message—of the dan-
one all the time for the last five years, if the fact that gmus ffocmne. i;p promulgates—of the inconsistencies
some States have rebelled against the Government is: and contradictions of its suthor—of his encroachments
to take from the Government the right to legisiate. : upon the constitutional rights of Congress—of his as-
'tl'l}xep the cr:minstl ilbeto mk’hﬁ'f:ntﬁ of llxis crime— | sumption of unwarranted powers which, if persevered
e innocent are to be punis r the guilty. in, and not checked by the people, must eventually
Within a few days the President has issued a pro- | lead to & su;bversion ofczbe Government and the de-
claraation—not of peace, as the Senator from Nevada | struction of liberty. Congress, in the passage of the
(Mr. Stewnrt) seemed to suppose—not & proclamation | bill under consideration, sought no controversy with
declaring that the rebellion is over—but that in cer- : the President, so far from it, the bill was proposed
tain States it is over. The President does not tell us | With & view to carry out what men supposed to be the
that Texas, one of the States that was in rebellion, is | views of ll:;dl’mident. and was subm;md t0 him be-
1n 8 condition to be represented here; and if we are to ; fore its introduction into the Senate. I am not about
Wit for these eleven States before legislation, must we ' to relate private declarationsof the President; bat it
pot wait for Texas? These States which have under- | i8 right ehAmerican people should know that the con-
taken to rcorganize have not yet been ized as - troversy, which exists between him and Congress in
having a republican form of govfmmm entitling them ! referene; to this measure is of his own seeking. Soon
to representation. The Representatives chosen by ; sfter Congress met, it became apparent that there was
most of them are persons fresh from the rebel armies. | & difference of opinion between the President and some
Are we to abstain from all n legislation until! members of Congress in regard to the condition of the
these States shall be admitted to representation which : Febellious States and the rights to bé secured to freed-
insist on thrusting into Congress men whose hands are | men. The President in his annual message, had de~
dripping with the blood of loyal men? Is the Vice : hied the Constitutional power of the genersl Govern-
President of the Rebel Confederacy—is his colleague ' ment to extend the elective franchise to negroes, but
(one of the Benators in the Rebe] Con )—to come | ho was equall{ decided in the assertion of the right of
here to legisiate for the loyal people o; this country? every manto ife, liberty and the Eumit of happiness.
Bir, the men who organized a government that car- | This was his hnm *“But while I have no doubt
ried on & four years’ war against us, as the result of . that now, after the close of the war, it is not compe-
which this nation had to expend more than three thou- | tent for the general government to extend the elective
sind million dollars, and as s consequence of which franchise in the several States, it is equally clear that
more than a quarter of a million of patriot heroes ' good faith requires the security of the freedmen in
bave laid down their lives upon the battle-ficld and in  their liberty and their property.’” Thers were some
army honpitals—are those men to come here to legis- members of Congrem who expressed the opinion that

late for the loyal people of this country?
But the President tells us that the bill in effect pro-

poses a discrimination against large numbers of intel- .

ligent, worthy and patriotic foreigners, and in favor
of the negro. Is that true? What is the bill? It
declares that there shall be no distinction in civil righta
between any other race or color and the white race.—
Is that s discrimination im favor of the negro and
against the foreigners—a bill the only effect of which

is to preserve equality of rights? Dut perhaps it may
be replied to this that the bill proposes to make s citi-

sen of every person born in‘the United States, and
therefore it discriminates in that respect against the
forcigner. Not s0. Foreigners are all upon the same
footing, whether black or white. The white child who
is born in the United States s citizen is not to be pre-
sumed at its birth to be the equal intellectually with
the wortby, intelligent and patriotic foreigner who em-
igrntes to this country.

The President also has an objection to the making |

citizens of Chinese &nd Gypeies. Iam told that but
few thm are born in this country, and where the
Gypeies are born I never knew. (Laughter.) Like
Topsy, it is questionable whether they were born at
all, “but just come.”” (Laughter.) But, sir, per-
hape the best answer to this objection that the bill pro-
poees to make citisens of Chinese and Gypsiés, and
this reference to foreigners, is to be found in & speech
delivered in this body by s Semator oocupying, I think,
the seat now oocupied soross the chamber by my friend
from Oregon (Mr. Williams,) Jess than zix years
inreply toa seat to this body by Mr. Bu-
chanan, the them President of the United States, re-
turning with his j

: “‘But this iden shout peor forei
somebow or other, bewilders and haunts the
tion of & great many. I am comstrained to sy that
I look upon this ion to the bill as & poor quibble
on the part of the ideut, and as being hard
&d for some excuss in withholdiag his val of the
measure; and hig aliusien to foreignery in this connec-
tion looks to me more like the s1 ceptandum of the
mere politician or dersagogae thaa &
reaton 0 be found by the President of the United
States in & veto upon 00 & meagure
uthﬂm-;l..: Pon 0 fmpurtunt
Ml;&ll--llr.lohnm—m'- the Ben.
ator

Mr. Trombell—That was the
Andrew Johnson, now President of nited States

( .) That is probably the best anewer o this

I should have vemtared to

e such n to the Presideat
to acomse him

" , of domagoguery and of

%% | structive of the measure;

press- what he was then, and has since

gnnndtoudm

in the the reorganization of the rehellious States the
| right of suffrage should be extended fo the colored
man, though thia was not the prevailing sentiment of
. Congress.  All were anxious for a rcorganization of
- the rebellious States, and their admission to participa-
 tion in the Federal Government as soon as these rela-

tions could be restored with safety to all coneerned.
| -Feeling the importance of harmonious action be-
tween the dilferent departments of the government,
and an anxious desire to sustain the President, for
whom [ have always entertained the highest respect,
I bad frequent interviews with him during the early
part of the session, Without mentioning snything
said by him, I may with safety say that, acting from
conziderations [ have stated, that the passage of & law
- by Congress securing equality in civil rights when de-
, mied by statute for frcedmen and all other inhabitants
i of the United States would do mush to relieve anxiety
| in the North—-to induce the Southern States to secure
thoee rights by their own action, and thereby remove
: many of the obstacles to an early reconstruction, I pre-
! pared the bill substantially as it is now returaed with
the President’s ;?‘ections. After the bill was intro-
duced aad printed, a copy was furnished him; and at
s eubsequent period, when it was reported that he
was hesitating about signing the Freedmen's Bu-
reaa bill, he was informed of the condition of the
Clvg‘l) Rights bill, then pending in the House, and
8 hope expressed that if he had objections to any
its provisions he would make them known
to its friends, that they might be remedied—if not de-
there was believed to be
no disposition on the part of Con oertainly
note on my part—to have a bill reported to him which
he could not approve. He never indicated to me—nor
0 far as [ know, to any of its friends—the least ob-

BUS™: |'jestion to any of the provisions of the bill till after i*s

m And how oould he consisteatly with himself?
mhnod,umnppud.in entire har-
mony with his views, and in with

beem ia
right al

protecting fresdmen i their civil
limited to

the rebellicus States. It was

the President’s obje:tions—and such ohjections! What
are they? That in all our history—in all our experi-
ence a8 & people living under political and State laws
—no such system as that contemplated by the details
of this bill has ever before been proposed or adopted.
Have [ not already shown in the action of the Presi-
dent himeelf, through Gen. Bickles, declaring that adl
laws shall be applicable alike to all inhabitaats, sad |
in the various acts of Congress s precedent for every
provision of this bill? |
The detalis of this bill, says the President, establish
for the seourity of the colored race safeguarde which
g.hlnitdy say that the General Government
over

the whitersce. With whattruth
t!ailmbeuido(abillwhi&dnhmm the eivil

rights, and the punishment, of all races, mﬁ:
esuree the colored, shall be the y sx fhome of “
peveons, Jet an intelligmnt publie
tails—eays the President, interfere with the legislation
of the Btates, to which the status of its oitizens ex-
clusively belong—an observation and of
power by the general goverament which, if acquiessed
1, must sap aad destroy our federative system of limit-
ed powers and break down the barriers whish preserve
the rights of the States. It is another step, or rather
stride, toward centralization and the conceutration of
all legislutive powers in the national government. All |
this is said by a Presideat who, by his own fiat, issued
through General Howard, set aside an act of the leg-
islature of Mississippi, and by another order, through
General Terry, an uct of the Virginia legisiature, and
forbade any magistrate or civil officer from atterpting
to execute! also, through General Canby, ordered the
8tate Courts in his Department to suspend all suits
sgainst persons charged, with offenses for which white
pervons were not punished. And we all know the pen-
alty which would have been visited upon State judges
or officers for violations of any of these orders, A
President, who after vetoing & provision of the Freed-
men’s Buresu bill because it secured the occupation of
lands under Maj. Gen. Sherman’s onder for » period
of three years, Jhimsel! issued an order within less
than thirty days afterward, through H. W. Bmith,
Asst, Adjt. General, directing that ts of land to
the freed people, in complisnce with ral Sherman’s
special field order No. 15, dated Jsauary 16, 1803,
will be regarded as good and valid. Well may we ex-
olaim, in view of these acts of the President, in his
owR language, when discussing a veto of President
Buchanan: *‘Uh, consistency! thou art & jewel much
to be admired, but seldom to be found.”” In view of
these facts, who is it that is breaking down the bar-
riers of the States and making strides toward centrali-
sation? Is it Congress by the passage of this bill, or
the President, who, without law, is arrogating to him-
self far greater powers than any conferred by this bill’
Let it not be said that the President exercises these vast
powers by virtue of the war powers. Hetold usio his
annual message that the war was over; and whether
over or not no incidental powers are vested by the
Constitution in the President—either as President or
Commander-in-Chief of the army. Thst instrument
gives power to make all laws necessary and proper for
carrying into execution all powcrs vested by the Con-
stitution in the Government of the United States, or
in any department or office thereof. The President is
required, in carrying out his powers, to act in obedi-
ence to law—the very thing which he refuses to do.
He says the tendency of this bill must be to resusci-
ate tne spirit of rebellion. What assumption in one
who denies the suthority to punish those who violate
United States Iaws under color of Btate authority! a
doctrine from which the rebellion sprung, and in en-
tire barmony with the declaration of Mr. Buchansa
that there was no power to coerce s State. But, sir,
out of the mouth of Senator Andrew Johnson I will
prove that Presulent Andrew Johnson has violated the
spirit of the Constitution if bot its letter, in vetoing
this bill. It will be remembered the bill passed both
Houscs of Congress by more than a two thirds majority
—the vote pasved the Senate being yeas 33, nays 12;
and in the House, yeas 111, nays 38. I will read from :
the remarks of Senator Andrew Johnson on the veto |
of the Homestesd by Mr. Buchanan: ‘‘The Pmidentl
of the United States presumes—syecs, sir, [ say presumes |
—to dictate to the American people and to the two
houses of Congress in violation of the spirit if not the :
letter, of the Constitution whether a measure shall ;
oot become & law, Why do I say this? I ask, is there .
any difference in the spirit of the Constitution ',
whetber a measure is sanctioned by & two-thirds vote
before its prmage or afterwards! When & mensure
hias been vetoed by the President, the Conatitution re-
quires that it shall be re-considered and passed by s
two-thirds vote in order to become & law, But here
in the teeth of the Exccutive there was 8 two-thirds -
vote in favor of this bill. The vote was 36 to 2 in this
boly. The two Houses have said this measure is con-,
stitutionally right. 1n the other House—reflecting the !
popurar sentiment of the nation—the vote was 112 to .
61—ten more than the two-thirds majority which the .
Constitution requires; and when there is a two-thirds i
vote for & measure, I say it is against the spirit of |
the Constitution for the Executive to say “Nb, you!
shall not have this measure; I will takeall the chance !
of vetoing it.”’ Apply this method to the facts con-
Bected with this bill and then say who violated the:
spirit of the Constitution. |
The bill in no manner interferes with the munici-!
pal regulations of any State, which protects all in their :
rights of person and property. It could have no op- -
eration in Massachusetts, New York, Illinois—most of |
the States of the Union. How preposterous, then, to |
charge that unless some State can have and exercise '
the right to punish somebody, or to deny somebody a |
owvil ght, on account of his color, that its rights as & ,
State will be destroyed. It is manifest that unless this
bill can be passed nothing can be done to protect the |
frecdmen in their liberty and their rights. Whatever
may have been the opinion of the President at one
time a8 to ‘‘good faith requiring the security of the:
freedmen in their liberty and their property,’ it is
now mavifest from the character of his objections to !
this bill that he will approve no measure that willac-
complish the object that the second clause of the con-
stitutional amendment gives. Of this power there|
can be no question. Some have contended that it gives |
the power even to confer the right of sutirage. 1 have -
not thought so, because I have never thought suffrage i
any more necessary to the liberty of & freedman than .
of an non-voting white, whether child or female, but ;
his liberty under the Constitution he is entitled to, and |
whatever is necessary to sacure it to him he is entitled ]
to have, be it the ballot or the bayonet. If the bill!
now before us—and which goes no further than @ se- '
cure civil rights to the freedmen—oannot be passed, !
then the Constitutional amendment declaring freedom
to all the inhabitants of the land is & cheat and & de-|
lusion.
I cannot better conclude what [ have to say than in |
the language of Mr Johnsonon the occasion of the .
veto of the Homestead Bill, where, aiter stating the:
fact that because the President was inconsistent, and |
changed his opinion with reference to a great measure |
and a great principle, it is no reason why a Senator or
Representative who had acted understandiagly should .
change his opinion, he said: *I hope the Benate and |
House of Representatives, who have sanctioned the bill |
by more than a two-thirds majority, will according to .
the Constitution, exercise their privilege and power |
and let the bill become & law of the land, according
to the high behest of the Amcrican people !" |
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