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STATE OF LOUISIANA.
«peach of Hen. J .  R. West, of Louisiana 

la the United States Senate, We dees 
day. April 15, 18T4.

The Senate, as in committee of the whole, 
having nnder consideration the bill (Senate 
No. 446) to restore the rights of the State oi 
Louisians, Mr. W est said:

Mr. President—What is termed the Louis
iana question has been a prolific source of 
agitation before Congress and before the 
country ever since the presidential election 
of 1872. It may be expected that a renewal 
of the discussion of this question by the 
only representative in this body that that 
-State is permitted to have will be under- 
taken with a view either to denonnoe the 
- opponents of the cause which he maintains 
and extol the merits of those who act with 
him in its support, or with the other pur 
pose oi replying seriatim to all the argu
ments that have been adduced in favor of 
setting aside the government now existing 
in that State.

-Until I am compelled to do so, I shall 
-speak in no unkind terms of the nit., who 
have engaged in the outrages that have 
been perpetrated of late years in Louisiana. 
Others may feel warranted in denouncing 
them in terms that are not only painful for 
me to listen to, but would be more painful 
to me to proclaim. I shall therefore not 
seek to vindicate one class ot the citizens of 
Louisiana at the expense oi the shame and 
exposure ot the other. I shall deal to some 
extent with a class oi politicians who come 
up here and represent to the Congress of 
the United States that they are “the people 
of Louisiana.” I will discuss their claims 
to be considered onr people.

I  am honored by a representative posi
tion of both classes here. I shall speak, 
therefore, m no unnecessary unkindness of 
the class to whom I am politically opposed; 
nor shall I claim anytning more fur the 
party friends now controlling the govern
ment in my State than the credit to which 
they are entitled for the efforts made by 
them since their incoming to power to re
trieve past errors and alleviate the burdens 
which distress her people.

in replying to the arguments so far made 
in favor of congressional interference, I 
shall confine myself to one proposition to
day; and that is, that all the information of 
which the Senate is in possession goes to 
the form of the election ueid in November, 
1872, and does not relate to the fact. Until 
yeaterday, by the Senator from New Jer
sey, (.Mr. Krelinghuysen], the issue had 
never been made in this chamber and in 
Congress upon the rights of the voters, on 
the broad and popular around of choice by 
the people; ana although he has anticipated 
me fn many of the points I shall make, they 
contain facts that can not be repeated too 
often.

By the report of the Committee on Elec 
tiona and Privileges of last session we are 
confined to the consideration of a mass of 
testimony taken, I submit, not to establish 
who was elected Governor of Louisiana; 
but both produced and taken altogether to 
establish the right of one or the other ot 
two contestants lor a scat in this body. The 
instructions of the Senate to that committee 
were:

“That the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections be instructed to inquire and re
port to the Senate whether there is any ex
isting State government in Louisiana, etc.” 

To that same committee were also re
ferred the credentials of John ltay and 
William L. McMillen, each claiming to be 
eieoted to the seat made vacant by the resig
nation of William Pitt Kellogg as Senator 
from the State of Louisiana. Now, in order 
to view the estimation in which that very 
committee considered the points submitted 
to them, look at the typographical execn 
tion of the report. They emphasize one 
question "and almost totally ignore the 
other. After saying that they had devoted 
weeks to the investigation of the subject 
referred to them, they say:

“The Senate must, therefore, determine 
whether either MoMillen or Ray, and if 
either, which, is entitled to said seat.”

No one can doubt in reading the testi
mony that the object contended for by Ray 
and MoMillen respectively, was a seat in 
this body, and hence eaeu one of them 

'Sought only to establish the legality of the 
•organization of the Legislature whence he 
"derived bis credentials. L'ould either of 
them have established that their credentials 
worein legal form, they would have been 
admitted into this body upon a prima facie 
case: and, therefore, the whole gravamen 
of their labors was directed to establishing 
that fact. The tenu was about to expire; 
there were but a lew Short weeks of it still 
enduriug; and, if either of them couldfiave 
made out a prima facie case, he would have 
been admitted to the Semite, and the Senate 
never would have gone into the merits ot 
the case at all.

In examining into this contest the com
mittee comparatively lost sight of thd other 
' id moie important branch ot the subject, 

-»*’ at least entered into it in a manner se 
imperfect as in no degree to warrant Con
gress in assuming to exercise, for the first 
time since the reconstruction of the South, 
the power to order an election for State of
ficers under federal legislation and control.

McMillen on one side and Kay on the 
other, each conducted hi* case, not the case 
of Louisiana. Louisiana's case has never 
been heard here, aud until it is heard 'I 
shall rest with perfect confidence upon the 
good sense of this body, knowing that it 
will not overturn a government until it 
knows that it was established in defiance 
of the wish and intention of the people of 
the State.

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Car 
penterj, in his last appeal to the Senate, on 
the Louisiana question, has asserted that 
both sides agree upon sundry propositions 
connected therewith. In furtherance ot 
this assertion, however» he assumes one 
position as mutually agreed upon that is by 
no means assented to by myself, and I do 
not believe that he will find another be 
lieverof his assertion in this body.

He says in bis speech delivered on the 
fourth oi March last, and printed in the 

.iJtacord of May 10:
“I  ask the attention of the Senate to the

election of President and t'ioe-President, is 
sn adjudication by Congress that no result 
was accomplished by the pretended elec
tion of November 4. 1872. If anything was 
accomplished a t^ that election, the pres
idential electors, a  Governor, and other 
Slate officers, and a  Legislature were 
elected. Bat if no presidential electors 
were elected, then no election of Governor 
and other State officers and members of the 
Legislature was effected. Congress having 
decided that the election was void as to 
presidential electors, it follows that the 
election of State officers and members of 
the Legislature bola at the same time, and 
subject to the same objections, mast be void 
also."

The Senator brosdly and unwarrantably 
assumes a fact that the record totally con
tradicts him in. . I can not recall at the 
present moment, but I think it was on the 
twelfth of February, 1873, that the two 
Houses met to act upon the votes cast by 
the different States. On the tenth of Feb
ruary the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections of this body, who had been di 
recteil to inquire and report as to the presi 
dential election in Louisiana, Arkansas and 
other States, reported in regard to Louisi
ana as follows:

“We find that the official retnrns of the 
election of electors from the various par
ishes of Louisiana have never been counted 
by anybody having authority to count 
them.”

They never said that that election 
void, nor did Congress come to any such 
conclusion, because although Congress de
termined that question, respectively each 
House for itself, tue record shows what was 
the conclusion in each House as to the re 
sal. of that election. The Senate resolved 
as follows:

“That all the objections having been con 
sidered, no electoral vote purporting to be 
that ot the State of Louisiana be couuted.”

Aud the House resolved:
“That in the judgment of the House none 

of the returns reported by the tellers as 
electoral vote of the State of Louisiana 
should be counted.”

The only conclusion that Congress has 
come to in regard to the vote of Louisiana 
is the conclusion that I want to hold you to 
to-day—that you do not know how the 
election has gone in Louisiana, and until 
you do know you have no right to interfere 
with it.

We aie told that the Kellogg government 
is a gross usurpation, and that dire conse
quences are to result to the dominant party 
in Congress and in the country, and that 
wc as Senators will be grossly derelict of 
our duty unless we apply a remedy which 
it is alleged exists under the instruction of 
the constitution that the United States 
shall guarantee to every State of this Union 
a republican form of government.

This proposition has so far mainlv been 
urged upon us by the Senator trom Wiscon
sin. In the bill which he has introduced to 
restore the rights of the State of Louisiana 
he has assumed an existing state of facts in 
regard to affairs there from which I totally 
dissent, and which assumption I contend 
and shall endeavor te show to the Senate is 
not at all warranted by the information in 
its possession.

In the first plaoe, let me ask what is onr 
right of interference ? That right must be 
based upon two general grounds: First, 
whether it is conferred upon ns by the con
stitution upon any given state of facts; 
and. second, whether that state of tacts 
exists.

I shall leave the argument on the first of 
these propositions to the more experienced 
members of this body, whose views will in
terest, instruct and enlighten the Senate to 
a degree that I should be entirely without 
expectation of equaling, and I shall confine 
myself altogether to the proposition that 
the Senate has not been informed, nor at
tempted to inform itself, as to whether a 
stale ot facts exists growing out of the elec
tion ot 1872 in Louisiana that either requires 
or even justifies Congress in interferiu, 
assert and maintain that tbe Senate does 
not know that William P. Kellogg was not 
elected Governor at that time; that the in
formation laid before the Committee on 
Privileges and Eleotionsof the Forty-second 
Congress related entirely to what was done 
by certain returning boards, to what oc 
curred through an order issued by a 
federal court, and that the examination 
held by that committee scarcely touched 
upon what, if we are to exercise our right 
of interference, is tbe true subject of in
quiry: How did the people of Louisiana 
vote on the fourth o f November, 1872; for 
which person of the two then seeking their 
suffrages for the office of Governor on that 
day did they actually votef With the ex
ception of myself, and I do not know that 
I ought even to except myself, nobody has 
given greater attention to this matter than 
the Senator from Wisconsin. He, after
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spending these weeks elaborating his re
port ana studying that testimony, admits 
in the Senate that he does not believe Mr.
MeEnery was eleeted. Now, we know per
fectly well that there were two men voted 
for on that day. The Senator from Wiscon
sin says: 0

“I do not think that Mr. MeEnery was in 
fact elected.”

Now, cau there be an election without a 
result! If he does not think that in fact 
Mr. MeEnery was elected on that day. he 
most think in feet the other man was. That 
is the question tor Congress to determine, 
it seems to me, before it is called upon to 
determine whether it has the right constitu 
tionaliy to interfere.

In a case somewhat analogous, the New 
Jersey case of 1840, known most generally 
us the Broad Seal'case, and to which I shall 
have occasion to refer as I proceed, Con
gress took a direct and thorbugh method of 
ascertaining the facts connected therewith 
as my friend from California ( Mr. Hager) 
very well knows, for he was counsel in the 
case. It may with some truth be contended 
that neither the acts of the returning board 
nor the order of a federal judge ean impose 
a government upon the people of a State, and 
that a government established by either of 
such means is no more republican in form 
than were it established by force of arms, 
however it might subsequently rigidly com
ply with the written form of a republican 
constitution.

I t  is the voice of the people alone that 
constitutes a government nnder onr institu 
tions. That “governments derive their just 
powers trom the consent of the governed” 
is an axiom too familiar to be forgotten, and 
I contend that Congress lias not in its pos
session any evidence worthy ot regard that 
Mr. Kellogg is Governor in violation of the 
governed; and until it is so inlormed, it can 
ao no greater wrong, can in no manner 
more widely depart from its obligations as 
one of the co-ordinate branches ot the gov
ernment ot the United States to guarantee 
to Louisiana a republican form of govern
ment, than unjustifiably to set aside the 
present government of that State and im
pose upon her people the necessity of mak 
ing auothor choice through the bill of the 
Senator from Wisconsin.

William P. Kellogg is to-day Governor of 
the State of Louisiana. He is recoguized 
as such by your chief executive, by your co
ordinate branch ot Congress who have ad
mitted to seats upon their floor members 
properly certified by him to have been 
eleeted. He is recognized as such also by 
the Supreme Court of that State, and Con
gress ought to be satisfied, before it under
takes to overthrow him as the Governor of 
one of the sovereign States of the Union, 
that he holds the office contrary to the de
sires, oontrary to the expressed wish and 
intention of the people governed. They 
should know that, and they should know 
what the people of Louisiana willed in 1872 
and what their wish is to-day before they 
undertake to intertere with him. There is 
not a particle of evidence of that kind here. 
If he holds the office by the wish and ac
cording to the intention of the people gov
erned, then his government is republican in 
form under the constitution of that State, 
and as all the evidence goes to show that 
lie does so hold it, those who would oust 
him from his position are compelled to show 
proof to the contrary.

Now let me call the attention of the Sen
ate for a few moments te the political ante 
cedents of that State. Then also let me 
ask yonr attention to the conclusion that 
the Senator from Wisconsin himself admits, 
that the State on the day * f  that election 
was largely R-publicam, and cast a major
ity of Republican votes. Th April, 1968, 
the Republican vote et Ahe State of Loaisi- 

AJM 64,901, and the Democratic vote 
was 38,000, giving a Republican majority of

alone, which only five months before polled 
14,000 Republican votes, we had to content 
ourselves with 240—240 white men who bad 
courage enough to go sad east their votes.
And so throughout the State; parishes that 
had cast from 500 to 1000 votes for the Re
publican candidate only a few short months 
before were found without a vote, and in 
some instances casting one, or two, or three 
votes. Is it any wonder, under such cir
cumstances, that a Democratic majority of 
forty odd thousand should be rolled np, and 
that tbe Republican vote bad fallen oft 
some fifty per cent f The Democratic vote 
bad increased 100 per cent, and the Repub
lican vote had fallen off fifty per cent, so 
that the election was a farce.

Then when we cogie to the election of 
1870, when peace and tranquillity prevailed 
once more in the State and there was not 
that intense political exeitement, we find 
that the republican State candidate re
ceived 65,500 votes aud the democratic vote 
relapsed to its former number of, 41,000, 
giving a Republican majority on thjat occa
sion of 24,000 again. Now, I assert, and I 
can prove both by the testimony taken 
before the committee and by the conclusion 
admitted by the Senator from Wisconsin 
himself, that tbe colored people of Louis
iana who were largely in the majority voted 
almost en masse in 1872 for the Republican 
candidate. I  do not think any Senator here 
will refute my assertion that as a class the 
colored men of the South are a nait as 
Republicans. In some comments of Senator 
Trumbull, formerly a Senator trom Illinois, 
on the report of the majority he commented 
upon the division of the races in Louisiana 
and quoted the census to show that 

’ there were a hundred and odd more white 
males in Louisiana than there were blacks. 
He quoted the census correctly; there is no 
doubt about that: there are that number. 
The relative division is eighty-seven 
thousand and odd whites, and 86,913 blacks 
males twenty-one years old and upward; 
but the Senator did not quote far enough. 
He should have examined the column of 
citizenship, and be would have discovered 
tliat the black citizens were 15,000 majority 
over the whites.

Mr. Carpenter—Will give me the page?
Mr. West—Page 619. We have an aggre

gate ot 173,979 males, black and white, but 
we only have an aggregate of 159,001 citi
zens, black and wnite, and I ask yon where
are you to look fof yonr unnaturalized peo 
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you will find the same result derived there 
m a classification particularly of tbe State, 
and vou will find' also that in one single 
parish, the parish of Orleans, there are 9000 
unnaturalized foreigners.

Now, I will admit that if we were to go 
by the census, or were we to go by such pre 
sumptions you have no authority to estab 
lish a government in that State or in any 
State, but when a State government is in 
existence the knowlege of the choice that 
its people did very probably make should 
make us pause before we assume that they 
did not make that choice, and we ehould so 
assume arbitrarily if without proper kuowl 
edge of the tacts we order that people to 
choose again.

It is necessary that the Senate should be 
asked once more to take a retrospective 
view of the political events which preceded 
the election in Louisiana in 1872. There 
were factions in both parties, or rather both 
factions embraced individuals and partial 
organizations inclining to a third—the lib
eral party. Several months before the 
presidential election the main parties in 
rivalry compacted their organizations and 
entered the field respectively as units. The 
Republicans fell back upon their own lines 
and presented an unbroken front. The few 
remaining Liberal Republicans were gradu
ally dissolved in the Democratic organiza
tion. They first dropped the name of Re
publican and finally surrendered aod be
came part of the Democratic party, which, 
to signalize the event, took unto itself a 
new name, and was known thereafter in the 
canvass by the title we also ascribe to it 
here, the Fusion party; so that parties re
lapsed into their own normal elements, 
black and white.

Assuming that we have no white Repnb- 
licans there, and referring to the testimony 
of the parties particularly interested to 
prove that tbe black menjvoted the Demo 
cratie ticket, we find it is tbe reverse. I 
will quote now from the testimony of Mr. 
McMillen. Mr. McMillen, who appeared 
here as a candidate for a seat in this body 
and consequently desired to make as favor
able a showing for his side of the question 
as he conscientiously and honorably could, 
when asked as to that election “how many 
thousand votes were there in the colored 
vote that voted for Greeley?” he replied: 

“My impression has always been that 
there have been about as many colored 
people who voted in opposition to the Re
publican ticket from one cause and another 
as there were of white people who voted the 
Republican ticket, and that tour or five 
thousand would cover the entire number 
throughout the State.”

There was the admission which probably 
forced the conclusion npon the Sena
tor from Wisconsin that the colored popu
lation of the State, outnumbering tbe white, 
in the last election were almost unanimous 
in their support of the Repnblioan ticket. 
Now what testimony did they bring for
ward to rebut that ? and this is tbe only re
butting testimony in the whole book; all 
the other testimony pointing to the con
clusion that the Senator admits. They 
brought toward a colored Democrat; they 
did get one. They had a man by the 
name ot Armstead, a colored man, nomi
nated as Secretary of State on the Dem
ocratic ticket, for* the purpose of catch
ing probably some votes of that race; 
and ne admits that about 2000 up in 
Northern Louisiana voted the whole ticket 
from his information. He was crosa- 

nestioned by this very contestant, Mr. 
leMillen, who also wanted to establish the 

fact, if he could, that the colored men voted 
the Democratic ticket, and Mr. McMillen 
on that same day, being asked by the Sena
tor from Wisconsin whether the testimony 
of Mr. Armstead had occasioned him to 
form any different conclusion, admitted 
under oath that i t  did not. After Mr. Arm
stead's testimony was closed, the Senator 
from Wisconsin asked Mr. McMillen “it the 
same quessions were put to you would you 
answer them now the same as you have 
answered them ?" after hearing this witness' 
testimony that so many black men voted 
the Democratic ticket in that State. Mr. 
McMillen says, “as they are down in the 
record,” it does not change my mind; there 
were scarcely over five thousand under any 
circumstances.

Now we will see about this alliance, this 
Fusion party, this unholy alliance that was 
styled by the men who subsequently en
gaged in it “as an alliance with infamy 
worse than infamy itself.” That was the 
alliance that the Senator from Wisconsin 
himself said “ was entered into for the pur
pose of establishing a government based 
upon fraud, in defiance of the wishes and 
intention of the votefs of that State." It is 
almost inoredible that any party organiza
tion could so demean itself as to renounce 
all its self-respect and the respect of the 
world in an eager grasp for place and 
power; and yet so stands the chronicle of 
the time. Among the many gentlemen who 
have been here claiming to represent the 
people of Louisiana in this effort to over
throw the government of that State was the 
oandidate tor the office of Attorney General 
on the Fusion ticket, Mr. Ogden. As an il
lustration of what he at one time thought 
of the fellowship with which he eventually 
allied himself, I give his remarks as re- 
>orted to have been made in the Democratic 
State Convention.

This is the report:
“Referring to the statement that we 

could not succeed without the co-operation 
of ‘some power without regard to tne char
acter of that power,’ the speaker spoke in 
deprecating terms of the proposition. He 
thought that a good ticket of honest men 
would succeed. The reform movement had 
utterly confused the politics of the State 
and prevent the coalition » ith a certain in
dividual. You might call it sickly senti 
mentality, haaaid.liut he utterly rejected 
the proposition of a coalition with Warmoth. 

lause.] It is not sickly sentimentality 
.'hold one’s principles. Honesty is the 

best policy. * » • • •  »
“It was true, be added, that those who 

would form this coalition thought that suc-

coas could only be obtained by a  fraudulent 
registration. * * * * *

“He again warned the people from coales
cing with Warmoth, who was a paralytic 
and a  beggar before the people.”
' And yet in twé months thereafter this 
gentleman spoke at the same stand with 
Governor Warmoth in support of the Fu
sion ticket, and clasp 
infamous, not the bl<
siou ticket, and clasped hands across the 

us, not the bloody, chasm. What 
was the basis of this alliance? What was 
the servira proffered -on one hand and the 
reward promised on the other? Recourse 
must be nad now once more to the report of 
the Senator from Wisconsin, and I will ask 
the clerk to read what is marked on page 
forty-four of the report.

The chief clerk read as follows:
“The testimony shows that leading and 

sagacious politicians of the State, who wore 
acting with Warmoth, entertained the opin
ion before the election that Warmoth’s con
trol of the election machinery was equiva
lent to 20,009 votes, and we are satisfied, by 
the testimony, that this opinion was well 
founded.”

Mr. West—Now I will ask the clerk to be 
kind enough to turn to page 871 and read 
tne testimony given by J. Q. A. Fellows.

The ohief clerk read as follows:
“Question—In your conversation with 

leading Democrats in New Orleans during 
the last canvass or two, at the time the 
fusion was made by Governor Warmoth, 
state what their calculation was that his 
accession to the party would be worth to 
’them.

“Answer—I will premise by stating that 
for several years I have held myself some
what neutral in politics, waiting tor an op
portunity to arise when I could unite with 
one party or another for the best interests 
of the State; and last spring and summer, 
when the canyass was approaching and be
ing carried on, there was an effort made by 
some moderate Democrats and reformets. 
and a large number of other people in 
Louisiana, especially in New Orleans, that 
stood in the same position with myself, to 
make a union with the best portion of the 
Republican party, and secure the govern
ment of the State in all proper things. A 
fusion was continually thought of by the 
Democrats with the Governor. I was soli
cited time and again, probably by thirty, I 
think, to join in the movement to' make the 
fusion. During that time, say for two or 
three months, tne whole matter was canvas
sed over and over again. They said that with 
the assistance of the Governor, or fusion 
with ghe Governor, they eould certainly 
carry the State against the Republican par
ty, or the Customhouse party, or the negro 
party, as they called it. ‘ I thought it could 
Qot be done; that be had not votes enou>Eu

that particular time and ooca 
sion, to appoint those police juries so that
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as answered the purpose 
returning a few men for the Legislature 
when we had a freed y a majority there, and 
as soon as we got a full Legislature we re
pealed the law, and all the iniquity under 
which the people of Louisiana have com
plained that they have labored for years is 
now obsolete, and the next election in that 
State can, with proper protection, be held 
in peace and give a fair result.

Mr. Hamilton, of Maryland—I wish to 
ask the Senator a question, if he will allow 
me to do so. Has not that Legislature 
passed a law repealing the one alfnded to, 
and U«.t not now in possession of th^Gov- 
ernor or to be held by him until after this 
Congress shall have adjourned?

Mr. West—The Legislature has passed a 
law repealing that act, and the Governor 
has signed it.

Mr. Hamilton, of Maryland—Have they 
not passed another repealing that act, and 
reviving and confirming the first act?

Mr. West—No, sir: not that I know of. 
At all events we kuow nothing about the 
laws of Louisiana until they are promul
gated. After having urged m two succes
sive annual messages to the Legislature the 
repeal of these very election laws, after suc
ceeding in getting 6uch repeal effected by 
the Legislature up to the point of his ap
proval of the law, that act was put in his 
pocket, and Warmoth audaciously avowed 
that the old law was good enough for his 
purpose just then. Is it not plain enough 
that it was his intention to defraud the 
voters of the State in the manner referred 
to in the testimony which the Clerk has 
read?

Follow up the proceedings in furtherance 
of this design, follow them step by step as 
illustrated in the testimony ana by tbe doc
uments transmitted to us by the President 
in Lis message of January 13, 1873. Among 
other evidence we find tue confidential cir
cular of the State registrar of voters.

Mr. Carpenter—Will my friend allow me 
to say a word on the question of the repeal 
of that election law? I understand that 
the law which was passed by Kellogg's 
Legislature about a year ago and which 
has been published, was repealed three or 
four days ago, or within a very few days, 
about the time this bill was introduced 
here, and repealed because the friends of 
Kellogg's government thought it would be 
a bad point to show in Congress. I am in
formed and have seen a telegram from 
New Orleans saying that although Kellogg 
did ha ,e  that law repealed so as to have it 

àt his command to do it- I  understood that have its effect here in the Senate, on the
last day of the session they passed another 
law in substance reinstating it, which Kel
logg is keeping in his pocket until after the 
adjournment of Congress, and then is to 
approve and take the power back. If the 
Senator has any knowledge on that sub 
jeot, I should like to know whether that is 
so or not.

Mr. West—I am not so familiar with the 
laws that governors of Louisiana carry in 
their pockets, it seems, as the Senator from 
Wisconsin. He gave os the evidence of 
that a year or two ago as to how adroitly 
these things could be manipulated. I do 
not know the fact.

he had not over 1000 voters that were bis 
followers. They admitted that there were 
no more than 2Ô0O; but they said this: that 
his power, with the assistance of the regis
tration and election laws, was good for
20.000 votes by his appointing his men. or 
men who would work in his interest, as 
registrars, and the manipulation of the regis
tration, and the appointment of commis
sioners ot election and in placing the elec
tion polls, and they thought his influence 
was good for 20,000 votes. This was the re 
peated calculation of every one I talked 
with that finally went into the Fusion party. 
Others refused to go in who were called 
‘Last Ditoh' Democrats, or ‘Straight-out’ 
Democrats; many of them refused to go in 
the fusion, and many of them voted for 
Grant and Kellogg who were within my 
acquaintance. They made the same calcu
lation; there was tbe calculation of 1000 or 
2000 followers, enough to make 15,000 or
20.000 altogether.”

Mr. West—The reading by the Clerk just 
at this moment says that that was the com
mon talk of the politicians in Louisiana as 
he understood it at that time. Now. that it 
was not only the common talk of the poli
ticians, but that it was the sentiment ot the 
Democratic party at large of that State. I 
have evidence here. The Picayune of De- 
cember24,1872, in discussing some questions 
oonnected with the eleotibn, shamelessly ad
mits that this alliance was entered into tor 
that very purpose. Here is its language:

“All who went into the Greeley and 
Brown fusion movement were necessarily 
thrown into political relations with War
moth, who was in the same line of policy, 
and as he had oontrol of the ballot boxes 
under the infamous registration aDd elec
tion laws of the State, it was thought to be 
neither necessary nor expedient to throw 
him oil, since he was in a position to insure 
a fair election and perhaps keep some ne
groes from going to the polls.”

There is tbe admission. These infamons 
registration and election laws that the 
Democratic party had been crying out 
against for two whole years they then 
hugged to their bosom and used them for 
their own base purposes. I will quote 
again from the same paper, of a different 
date, to show how far the respectable lead
ers of tbe Democratic party in that State

ad gon
holy ailianoe. how' far they admitted that
admitted that they had gone into this un-

they were going to practice upon the bal 
lot-box, and that although we might have 
a peaceable and a fair election, as they 
called it, when the votes came np to be 
taken out of the box they tumbled up Jack. 
That was the reason we had a peaceable 
election in Lonisiana, because we did not 
believe that such infamy could be engaged 
in. -We did not believe that whole ballot- 
boxes could be taken and returned with the 
number of 500 votes, and without the name 
ot a single Republican in a precinct 
strongly Republican. Now, we have here 
the proceedings of the ratification of the 
Fusion ticket, the shaking hands across the 
bloody chasm, in which the Democratic 
candidate for Governor. John MeEnery, 
says :

“It is known to many of you, my country
men, that when the Democratic convention 
in June assembled in your city I was the 
firm, deoided, outspoken advocate, in that 
convention and out of it, for union and coal
ition of the conservative elements upon a 
just basis in opposition to the power of the 
military despot who sits enthroned at 
Washington; the man who in the exercise 
of despotic power has robbed us of our 
rights sitting enthroned at Washington. 
In this fashion, in this compact—if I may 
s6 term it—is recognized as binding upon 
the whole of the people ot Louisiana, all the 
obligation which it imposes, you must 
accept this compact, this coalition, as an 
absolute entirety. There is to be no renun
ciation ot a part and the acceptance of a 
part ot it.”

It is very plain what the Fusion candi
date for Governo» thought were to be the 
benefits to his prospects by the compact 
that he admitted bound him and his follow
ers. What the party of the second part to 
this compact, Governor Warmoth, thought 
of it, is shown by his speech on the same 
occasion. He says:

‘A great deal has been said of me because 
of my course in relation to certain legisla
tion in this State. It is known to all of you 
that I recommend in no uncertain language 
to the Legislature the repeal of a certain 
law. The Legislature did after a fashion 
modify these laws. Those bills have passed 
the Legislature and are before me for sig
nature. Now I propose to tell the people 
of this city, and through the press repre
sented here the people of the State, the 
simple, plain reason that I do not sign these 
laws. In the first place they make no ma
terial modification of the old election aud 
registration laws. In the second place it 
was intended, when the repeal of these 
laws was forced through the Legislature, 
that instead of them General Grant should 
use his election law npon the people of this 
State, and then, besides that, the great 
mass of the people who have so long de- 
mandea the modification or repeal of these 
laws have changed their minds."

The great mass of the people who had 
denounced these laws as outrageous changed 
their minds and were willing to take ail the 
false advantages under which, they could 
be used for their benefit.

Now let me digress here a moment with 
reference to our election law. The Senator 
from Wisconsin the other day charged that 
Governor Warmoth had, as a matter of de
cency, repealed that election law. He did 
it under a necessity to perfect his own 
schemes. The Legislature elected at the 
same time with Governor Kellogg re-enact
ed one provision of it, and only for a par
ticular purpose. There were a number of 
vaoancies in the Legislature, and the new 
election law , which was approved by Gov
ernor Warmoth November 20, 1872, pro
vided that those members should be re
turned to the Legislature through the in
strumentality of police juries; and, inas
much as no police juries had been elected 
or were recognized in the various parishes 
throughout the State, the Legislature re-en
acted that clause and enabled the Gev-

Mr. Conkling—Did yon ever hear of it ? 
Mr. West—No, I never heard of it. We 

know nothing about the laws of Louisiana 
until they are promulgated; and I do not 
think the Senator need be apprehensEve—  

Mr. Morton—I never beard of that before 
Mr. Carpenter—I saw a dispatch yester 

day to that effect, and from the so'urce it 
came I believe it to be true, though I have 
no personal knowledge.

Mr. Morton—I have Kellogg's dispatch 
the morning of the last day ot the Legisla
ture announcing the passage of the other 
act.

Mr. West—Mr. President, I ask the Sen 
ate’s pardon for my apparent tediousness; 
but I am telling the trne story of Louisiana; 
I am telling tbe story that we can take be
fore our constituencies in the coming tall 
campaign, andtay the true facts before them 
and let them judge between right and wrong 
in my State. Here is the confidential circu
lar of tbe State registrar of voters under 
date of October 24,1872, to the supervisors 
of registration, appointed not by the Gov
ernor of the State, but throughout the State 
by the Democratic State Central Committee 
with the proxies of the Governor in blank 
in their hands; not a single Republican was 
allowed to witness that election held that 
day in Louisiana behind the ballot box, and 
what were tbe instructions to these conven
ient tools?

State or IionsisiAVA, ) 
Office of State Registrar of Voters. 5 

New Orleans. October 24, 1372. } 
S ir —In addition to the instructions con

tained iu circular No. 8, from this office, 
you are instructed—

First—Iu counting the ballots after elec
tion, count first the votes cast for Presiden
tial electors and members of Congress, 
keeping separate tally lists on tbe form No. 
1, provided for that purpose, and making 
up aud completing tbe statement of voters 
for each poll, upon form No. 1. Then close 
the box, reseal it, and proceed in a similar 
manner until all the national votes have 
been counted.

The Republican party, in the counting of 
the national votes, was allowed to be rep
resented under the law of Congress by the 
supervisors appointed by the district or cir
cuit judge, but as soon as the counting of 
the national votes was done with they ex
cluded those men and practiced their frauds 
in secret.

Then proceed with the counting of the 
State and parish votes, bearing in miud the 
fact that the United States supervisors of 
election and deputy marshals have no right 
whatever to scrutinize, inspect or be pres
ent at tbe counting of the State and par
ish votes.

Then on November 2,1872, the same State 
registrar ot voters, in reply to the request 
ot the chairman of the Republican Central 
Committee, that republican judges or com
missioners should be allowed at the polls in 
the State of Louisiana, flatly denied the Re
publican party a single representative.

8tat» or Louisiana, )  
Office S tate Registrar of Voters. > 

Hew Orleans, November 2, 1374. )  
S ir —I n  reply to j  our communication of 

date, I must respectfully decline compliance 
with your request to aDpoiut one commis
sioner of election at each polling place, from 
the Republican party, at the general elec
tion to be held November 4, 1872.

In regard to yonr second request, I have 
the honor to inform you that the list of poll
ing places in this parish will be published in 
the official journal and other papers to-mor
row. third, instant. •

Very respectfully,
B. P. BLANCHARD,

State Registrar of Voters,-and Supervisor 
of Registration, Parish of Orleans.

Hon. 8. B. Packard, President S tate  Republican 
Committee.

.Now, sir, will any Senator on this floor 
rise iu his plaoe and say he countenances 
such proceedings as that ? Will he rise in 
his place here and say that he believes a 
fair election could be held ander such cir
cumstances, or that the returns show any
thing like the choice of the people when 
that choice had to be submitted to such an 
ordeal as that ? Where is the Senator who 
will say that he considers that justice was 
done then to the people of Louisiana ?

Sir, it was with such preliminaries for a 
fair election as I have stated here, that se
vere exclusion which the Fusion party de
sired to have of Republican witnesses at 
the polls, the sun of Austerlitz, as my friend 
from Kentucky (Mr. McCreery) said, illu
mined the glorious field on that morning the 
F usion party rallied around the banner of 
equal rights—equal rights, when a white 
man had a chance to vote and a black man 
could not! To follow out my friend's illus
tration the chief was surrounded by his 
marshals. He only had to give them the 
instructions to carry out his ideas, and the 
Republican party was routed as the Aus
trians were on that memorable day. True, 
he had no Murat; there was no Lannes. or 
Bertrand, or Bernadotte: but there were 
convenient tools at band who stood ready 
to carry out his instructions. “Go to those 
parishes and cheat the negroes, or let me 
never see your face again.” That was his 
order that was the glorious snn of Auster
litz that illumined the field—a field which I 
as « Louisianian blush to eay was illumined 
in 4 hat way.

The curious in the valorous exploits of 
those creatures in the political combat can 
gratify their desire for information by re
ferring to their deeds recorded in this testi
mony. The achievements of one of them 
were so unparalleled End extraordinary 
that I can scarcely avoid giving him the 
notoriety of personal mention. Mr. Cahoon,

who went to Madison parish as supervisor

Ä “ Ä
tration of 1718 white voters in that parish, 
whereas the census of 180 gives only 936 
total white population. But his courage 
seems to have failed him, and after taking 
flight to New Orleans, where he secured all 
facilities for making up his returns to order, 
he only returned 838 Democratic voters— 
something less than fifty per cent of his 
registration, but liberal enough, however, 
in comparison With tbe census and the 
Democratic vote of 1870, ̂ rhich latter only, 
reached thirty-seven. As a sample of how 
these returns were made up by that indi
vidual, the Senator from New Jersey yester 
derday had quotations made from that tes
timony going to show that a justice of the 
peace went to the room where this man was 
making np these returns and swore him to 
them in blank.

Now let us have a little more summing 
up of  the legerdemain—for there is no other 
name for it—that was practiced thereupon 
ballot boxes. In the election of 18.0 the 
Democrats carried sixteen parishes in the 
State of Lonisiana by an aggregate majority 
of seventy-three hundred and odd. These 
same sixteen parishes were reported by 
the Fusion board as giving an aggregate 
Democratic majority of only 7101 in 1872. 
Upon their own showing the Democratic 
loss on their own ground was 262 votes. In 
tbe parishes exclusively Democratic on this 
occasion the Democratic vote fell baok 262 
votes in a majority of 7000. In the remain
ing thirty-six parishes of the State, which 
were all carried by the Republicans in 1870 
by a majority ot 32,616, the Fusion board in 
1872 returned an aggregate majority of 1556.

At an election which showed large Re
publican gains in every other State of the 
Union, an astonishing gain of 34,171 in the 
opposite direction is claimed in the exclu
sively Republican parishes of Louisiana by 
a board which admitted a Republican gain 
in the exclusively Democratic parishes of 
the State. Where they could manipulate 
the election machinery, and wanted to do 
it in Republican localities, they totally re
versed the vote, and in their own parishes, 
where they did not use it their own vote 
fell off.

Now, sir, with respect to four parishes 
which the Senator from Wisconsin seems to 
think ought scarcely to have been admitted, 
because the testimony showed that the re
turns were forged, they only showed two 
hundred and thirty odd majority for Mr. 
Kellogg. Let us throw them out and that 
onlv loses Mr. Kellogg 230 votes ! They 
were forged for the purpose of depriving 
Mr. Kellogg of his legitimate majority in 
those parishes of nearly 5000 votes, as 
shown by the previous elections. It would, 
therefore, suit very well to show that they 
were forged, and throw them out, because 
that takes away so many majority for Mr. 
Kellogg. .

Doubtless the Senate has long ago wearied 
of this story of fraud. It is a sickening and 
disgusting history—one which I would fain 
avoid recounting; but it is necessary to the 
line 6 f  my argument, and alter an allusion 
to one more glaring instance I will pass to 
other points. The report of the State reg
istrar of votera shows that the vote ot the 
parish of Orleans, by the census, not in
cluding unnaturalized persons, should be 
29,435. The Fusion party registered 55,385 
voters and couuted the votes of 36,359— 
whether actually voted or not is another 
question.

Such are only a few instances of the 
frauds shown by the testimony in the re-

Çort. The whole book is iillea with them.
hey were all perpetrated by and in the 

interest of the Fusion party, for no mem
bers of the Republican party were allowed 
as officers ot the election. And it is upon 
such returns as were made through these 
instruments of fraud that the Senator from 
Wisconsin asks us to say William P. Kel
logg was not eieoted Governor of Louisiana 
in 1872.

Let us from the record we have follow 
these returns, and judge of how much value 
they possess as giving an authentic account 
of the votes cast at the election. They 
make their appearance in Governor War- 
moth’s testimony, on pages 140, 141, 142. 
The Governor says there that they came 
into his possession about the fourteenth of 
November; that he laid them before a cer
tain board; that he took occasion to count 
some of them for the purpose of seeing who 
were elected presidential electors, and so 
certified himself. He also testifies that he 
counted them for the purpose of ascertain
ing who was elected a judge to a certain 
court wherein he wished a friend of his to 
be installed; and he goes on to testify that 
he kept possession of those returns until the 
fourth of December; and yet in a subse- 
part of the testimony he says that these re
turns were out ot his hands on the four
teenth day of November and went int« the 
hands of a returning board.

By following np Governor Warmoth’s 
testimony upon page 494, it is evident that 
he maintained only a nominal custody of 
these retnrns. On page 1079 he says they 
were compiled by twenty-five or thirty 
clerks. On page 864 he says that he him
self. unaided by any one, either clerks or 
members ot a returning board, counted the 
whole vote for judges in the parish of 
Orleans.

The precise time when these returns, 
which are anything else than true returns 
of the election in Louisiana, were trans
ferred from the Wharton board to the De 
Feriet board does not appear, and reference 
to their having been so transferred is only 
necessary to show that they were manipu
lated by still other parties before they final
ly found their way into the hands of the 
Forman board; from tbe Governor to one 
board—then counted solely by himself— 
then through the compilation of thirty 
clerks to another board, the Forman board. 
The chief of this board testifies, on page 
seventy-five, that his board was elected on 
the eleventh of December by the Senate; 
not tofore noon of that day, it is 
presumed; and yet before midnight 
of that same date, within twelve 
hoars of his becoming a member of the 
board, he and some of hiB associates com
piled, counted and returned under oath a 
uiass of returns in manuscript that require 
sixty pages ot this closely printed book to 
contain them. How much scrutiny did Mr. 
Forman and his associates give or have .the 
opportunitv of giving to these retnrns? Is 
it not evident that the thirty clerks, many 
of them the dirty instruments used behind 
tbe ballot boxes on the day of tbe election, 
bad compiled the returns to suit, and the 
Fortnan board, eager to declare their party 
successful, compounded with their con
sciences and made oath to facts of which 
they had no knowledge? Moreover, these 
retnrns profess to be signed by two men, 
Senators Todd and Hnnsaker, and I hold 
their affidavits that they never did sign 
them. Their, names are forged.

Some oi the adventures of these returns 
were ludicrous enough. It having become 
necessary to remove them from the Gover
nor’s officers to prevent them from fall
ing into tbe hands of the officers of 
the law, trusty henchmen were called 
into service and during three nights and 
days the authentic (?) returns of the famous 
election in Louisiana were transferred by 
them to a place of hiding. In their pockets, 
in their pantaloon legs, in tbeir boots, their 
hats, tbe reliable evidences of the expressed 
will of the people were sacredly transport
ed. As one of the party tells me, “We went 
into the Governor’s thin and came out fat!'’ 
They went in skeletons and came out Fall- 
staff's. Their clothes were wadded with 
these authentic returns of the election in 
Louisiana. And then what did they do 
with them ! They took them for safe keep
ing to the quarters or residence of a promi
nent candidate on the State ticket and left 
them in his charge a week for safe keeping. 
They must, of course, have bten very 
sacredly kept. Of course, when they are 
brought here the parties that are interested 
in establishing them oan with a deal oi com
placency appeal to these as the returns of 
now the peop’e in Louisiana voted on that 
day. Why, sir, they were painted out to 
one of these gentlemen in the room of the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections; and 
the committee asked him if he knew those 
returns. Yes, he said, he did know them; 
he knew them exactly like a gamblbr 
knows his cards, by the backs. He knew 
they were put tbere^snd without opening 
the box he said he knew those were the 
roturna. Why ? Because he came there 
prepared to say that he knew they were the 
returns.

And it ia npon such vegrant testimony as 
this that the Senator from Wisconsin 
gravely asks ns nnder enr obligations as Sen
ators to declare that William P. Kellogg 
waa not elected Governor of Louisiana. He 
has woven such a  mesh of legal techni
calities around the subject, made sack a

peoph
The

conglomerate of returns, legal decisions.
cases, precedents and orders ot 

federal jndgaa, th a t raanof ordlnarv reason 
are almost diverted from contemplation ot 
the one great, important fact—the fact ;>ar- 
.mhimt fo an others »wham did the people 
of Louisiana elect Governor?

Sir, I am tick of retnrns; one set is all » 
fraud, the other is all guess work. I claim 
nothing by rétama} but by the voice of the 
sovereign people of L-misiana, as expressed 
a t a * i-7iut hoy I maintain V i * t h e  
Republican S ta te ticket was elected, aud 
no Senator b e n  has, nor has the Senate it
self, any evidence worthy of estimation to 
tbe oontrary.

Two men were voted for as Governor. 
Ail the proof that John MçEnery was elect
ed ia shown to have been au organized 
fraud. If  Mcjînery was not elected, his 
opponent was, and I repeat again that Con
gress can not say to the contrary.

In the Now Jersey case to which I have 
alluded, ancTwhioih will be found reported 
in reports of committees, .first session 
Twenty-sixth Congress, and ia the eightu 
volume of the Congressional Globe, there 
were five rival candidates on each sid fl 
claiming seate in the House o f  Représenta |  
tives, and upon the admission of one or the 
other side depended the election of a Speak
er. There were 116 Demxirats and lib 
Whigs returned to that Congress irrespect
ive of the vote of New Jersey, which was at 
that time entitled to five members in the 
House. Both of the contesting parties from 
New Jersey bore certificates based upon re
turns made aocording to tbe laws of New 
Jersey. Congress assembled on the second 
of December, 1839, and the question as to 
the rights of tbe New Jersey members was 
not deoided until the eighth day of July 
following; and tha t qnestion was not de
cided upon, any return made by election of
ficers, but commissioners were sent into 
New Jersey who patiently examined the 
voters themselves, and that examination 
determined who was and who was not 
elected. Returns went for nothing in the 
case; it was decided by an examination of 
the voters tneiuselves. The inquiry went to 
the fact as to. how ballots were cast, and 
was not satisfied with returns.

Mr. President, it is the principle of the 
law of evidence ‘ that the affirmative of the 
issue must be proved;, and he who makes 
an assertion is the person who is expected 
to support it before he calls on his oppo
nent tor an answer.”

I submit that the Senator from Wiscon
sin has mot supported the tacts alleged in 
the preamble of hi# bill. Congress dare 
not, with the evidence before it, overturn 
the government of a sovereign State. Tbe 
right to interfere is not warranted by the 
facts that alone ean make that right. Will 
you do any less for Louisiana than con
vince yourselves what was the choice of her 

le?
lie Senator from Wisconsin has pictured 

some dire évents that might arise from the 
failure of Congress to interfere in this mat
ter. Let me picture another dire event that 
might have arisen. Suppose in the returns 
of the electoral votee for President in 187-j. 
179 votes had been returned for General 
Grant and 179 votes lor his opponent, be it 
Greeley or Gratz Brown, and suppose then 
that the presidential election had depended 
upon the eight votee of Lonisiana, would 
you have admitted the presidential electors 
by the retnrns seat here by the Fusion 
board? Would you have ordered a new 
election? No, sir; but you would have held 
this government by the point of the bayonet 
until yon ascertained how every man in 
that State voted, and I  claim that you shall 
do Lonisiana the eame justice here that you 
would have done the national government 
in ascertaining what was the choice of its 
people. Yon would not have permitted for 
one moment a determination upon returns 
so loaded with fraud aa I  have illustrated 
here, but the whole power of your govern
ment would have been exerted to maintain 
itself until yon oould know what was the 
wish of the people of Louisiana; and I ask 
yon to do the same for os.

Mr. President, the conclusions to which 
my mind is drawn by a consideration ot the 
facts before the Senate are as follows:

The bill of the Senator from Wisconsin is 
predicated upon the assumption that there 
is no valid executive in L misiana, and her 
laws do not permit one to be chosen until 
1876; that there is no valid Legislature, but 
an invalid one now enacting laws. *

But the Legislature ia no longer enacting 
laws, and the laws of Louisiana will compel 
the election of a  new one quite as soon as 
we oould provide one.

We have no shadow of excuse, therefore, 
for interfering with more|than the execu
tive.

We have no shadow of exonse for order
ing a new election for the executive, merely 
because the wrong man is holding.

If we have power to dispossess the wrong 
man, we have power to possess the right 
one.

Before we oan ordern new election we 
must find, not merely that Kellogg was not 
elected, bat that no one was elected in 
1872.

We know that an election was held on the 
day appointed by law.

We know that but two candidates were 
voted for. We are morally certain that 
one or the other had the greatest number of 
votes.

If it be conceded that the State has no 
Legislature, we mast presume they will 
have one in November next.

And we morally know that Kellogg or 
McEuery was eieoted, and if we have any 
duty in the premises, it is the duty of find
ing which was eieoted.

The qnestion has not been tned as yet. 
The Committee on Privileges and Elections 
tried the question whether McMillen or 
Ray was Senator. Another qnestion was 
referred to the committee, but it was not 
investigated. Such testimony waa taken 
as MoMillen offered upon one side, and Ray 
upon the other.

Tbe bill now sought to be referred to the 
committee is neither warranted by the facts 
nor applicable to the political condition of 
affairs in  Louisiana.

The opponents of the present administra
tion in Louisiana, led here by the Senator
from Wisconsin,.are not insisting upon what 
they should claim as their rights, if they 
have any rights at all. Balked 
fraudaient scheine whereby they si 
capture the oontrol of a State, they implore

the 
sought to

Congress now to afford them another op
portunity.

Sir, if they believe that they are in the 
majority in Louisiana they know they will 
have an opportunity ere long to prove it. 
If they believe that McEuery was elected 
they should demand, and be satisfied with 
nothing less, than that he should be pos
sessed of the executive chair.

I  am eenvineed that Mr. Kellogg was elect
ed, and my efforts shall be continued to 
maintain him where be is. Did I think 
otherwise I would not hesitate a moment to 
bring forward measure# looking to the 
installment of the rightful Governor; but a 
new election ordered by Congress is no 
remedy for the evils which are complained 
of by those who favor it.

Now, Mr. President, I will pass from the 
politics of Lonisiana and refer somew hat to 
er material and social interests. It has 

been the common charge rung throughout 
the country that the Republicans of the 
South were responsible for the decay and 
tbe detriment and the disaster that prevail 
throughout many of those States. True, 
we are, to a certain extent responsible. 
Let us understand what that extent is, and 
let us be judged by the facts that each Sen
ator can present for consideration here.

The oppressed condition of the industrial 
and agricultural interests of Louisiana and 
the prostration of the commercial business 
of New Orleans are referred to as tbe re
sults of Republican misrule. Even tiiese 
adverse circumstances are mach exagger
ated, and it is a gross error to attribute 
them as mainly dne to political causes. We 
all know that when material prosperity 
lags, all people, and more particularly our 
people, address their first complaints against 
the administration of their government. 
This is the necessary consequence of our 
institutions. Dissatisfaction takes shape in
stantly, as opposed to the governing power, 
and the first thought of relief creates an 
expectation that a  change of political con
trol will insure it.

There is a maxim applicable hère, end one 
which we wifi do well to consider in its ap
plication to the distress prevailing through
out the land, the spirit of which is likely to 
control in a great degree the political 
events of the next few years. It is said— 

M urder a  m ao’* fan ily  aod lis will brook it,
R ut keep your band* out of hi» breaouoa pocket. 
When the people of this country are dis- 

tressed they will call ns to account because 
tbeir pockets coffer: and it is well for ns to 
consider that maxim in its application to


