
eat by an~ix u einpu di dlO. ) y won-
derta the great heart f the Denraoy

aweied with indignation? ven if their feel-
fnga found vent anguag too passionate, you
o ait to remember, with Biurke.- that "some-

tinre mus em pardoned to the spirit of liberty."
Ieonqeo however that no feeling or resent-

will excuse us for charging a conspiracy
w e none existed, or fraud where none was

fitted. Even i we werowronged, that does
jive us the privilege of applying terms

" jWi do not express the real nature of the in.
furyWe can justify our words only by show-
tag flat we use them truly, in a sense author-

by the law and the common sceeh of the
entry. Otherwise our language Is, like some
yours, mere vituperation, disgraceful only to
ie who utter it. Accepting, therefore, the

enuserobandi.let me bring your attention to
eortaln facts well and publicly known.;,eLran 1acte welt anu punltICly KnOWn.

IT WAS A CONSPIBACY.
It is proved, if human testimony can prove
ytdn that the people of Louisiana did, on

Nneth ovember last past, duly, and by reg-
ballots, m ke an appointment of Presiden-

tI lectors known to be in favor of Tilden andHedrlck s, and nut horized them to cast the vote
the state. It is just as Olearthat the appoint-ment made by the peoole was set at naught by a
psi falsilleation of the records and returns of

the electien. This was effloted by the corrupt
"ejency of certain local officers, combined withother versons in and out of the State, who in-

ted them to it, abetted them in it, and helpedem to clothe the cheat in what they said wore
'forms of law,' Is it a misnomer to call
a conspiracy? That offunse is defined as acombination of several persons to accomplish

lb uinlawful purpose, by concerted action. How
n ouget your friends outside of this defini-

onr Persons acting in this way are always
as conspirators, and by the law of every

',. country in the world, they are severely
ed. Take one simple and actual case out

''- ousands that might be given. Divers dis-
f t men at St. Louis combined to defraudnited States of their revenue from distilled

and they did it by a proconcerted seriesand deceptive returns, which certainbl c officers confederated with them passed
.as true. l his was held, and justly held, to

a consiracy, and some of the parlies to it+e sent to the penitontia-y.
Perhaps you do not see the parallel, but theanalogue is perfect, except in this, that in the

e which you defend the object of the comn-
ation was to cheat the people out of their

of self-government, while the purpose ofT" t. Louis conspiracy was to robihem of their1."oney If this makes any difference, it is great-
- Wagainst you for lib rty is more i recious

tanold. In the judgment of the virtuous and
men who won the independence apd buitthe institutions of this country, the privilege

4r Choosing our own rulers was infinitely thet partof the great inheritance they left us.
Il a lull price i hi blood and treasure theya, ,bought this freedom for their children and I do

t ow one tolerably decent American who
-'1ild sell even his singlt right on any terms'-Whatver. At the critical period in the history
92 Louisiana which occurred last year it was

. ealay valuable to her people for it fur-: shed them the only legal, peaceable, and safe`^ Leasure of relief from the exactions of a most
t and oppressive government. The sue-t weui scheme to cheat those people out of theirIi for State officers and Presidential Electors

erefore, a crime of the greatest magnitude,one which requires a cheek of solid brass to
Gefend it without oluehing. It is far worse thana conspiracy to steal any amount of public
t ny. Running crooked whisky for a life-e would be an act of white-robed innocence

uD - marison.a ultimate object of th's crime gives it aneral aspect revolting in the lust degree: but- Mures, when seen in detail, are hideous
v - yond expression. Some returns were on-rly suppressed, and others were altered;y- actually east were thrown out, and othersttt in and counted which wore known not tovbeen polled. The whole proeeeding was

Z l of false prutencs. Forgery of the most ti- It documents was a part of it; perjury
'I-; subornation of perjury attended it at every

p. Shall these things be forgotten or -on-d ? Do you expect the cheated people ofnation to say, like the eight commnisostners,
` at tis is as good a way as any to elect a Pros-meat?

THE ELECTORAL COMMISSION.

One of your allegations is that I intended "to t
r false impression that the forma 1i ofte commission was the result of a lie- cublican conspieray to fraudulently elect a

s dent and Vice President;" and Judge I, taking your word for it, has made tc'tsmeaR Interesting by a y pgblic complaint
the injury to himself. I did not say thIs ii

ything like it. On the contrary, I re- Ito the commission as being protosed I(cult circumstances to avoid the rwhich might spring from a con-"" , u and final disagreement between the twoand as being accepted by the Demo-the bdec iatn ce would ho done,onest decision rendered against theall this there is nothing about a con- aain "the formation of the commission." Iiknow that you misrepresented this point iiy. It is one of your characteristic inac- t
';'a-ies, like that which charges Dante with vindeeencies of the Decameron. h

o; the conspiracy was not in the formation tilke commission, but in the frauds which alasboted and returned those bogus votes. The a
commission refused to verify the votes and as-sortain whether the electors that sent them up ewere duly appointed or not, and in this it hit- titerly disappointed the friends of truth, and tigrossly violated the whole spirit as well tithe letter of the law which gave it being. oether this was mere error, or somethingrse, is not for me or you to determine, but fte general judgment will no doubt adopt the otable view which I have given. and sav ethat the faculties of the majority were too much a

emumbed b party passion to see the facts or ftnrderstand the law. j,
ou claim that the certificate of the Return- tiBoard gave you "a political advantage." In tlyou are certainly right. A party sued for aan honest debt has a great advantage over his tlcreditor if he can produce a fraudulent or krged receipt upon the trial. The advantage

mes decisive it the tribunal trying theee is wilting to accept the talse paper, givethe effect of a true one, and permit the plain-B
to he cliemted out of his debt. But would tt fl

e right, legally or morally, for the debtor to nesuch at advantage? to
THE PEOPLE'S RIGHT TO ELECT.

Your technical argument in favor or thefraud deserves notice, because it is almost youronly attempt at reasoning, and because yourconlusalon would be fair if your premises weref. ound.
You declare, in broad and unqualiied terms,a ~t the American people have no right to.`elect their own Chief Magistrate"-that no such

it is imbedded in the constitution or else-
ere-that, on the contrary, "the framers ofconstitution were careful to exclude fromt . people the right to elect their own Chiefistrate." I admit that this, if true, ends theversyin your favor: for it cannot have
en legally wrong to defeat the attempt whichD peoule made to exercise a right from which

_ ey were carefully excluded by the constitu-` lio. But this opinion of yours ii a total mis-conception, and will not be adopted by any hu-man being who has the faintest idea of our in-Utittons.r You put your proposition with even more di-rectness and speak with unwonted precisionwhen you say, as you do on tie same page, that
te people of Louisiana and Florida have not

e pwer to appoint ele tors of President andice President. This goes to the root of thematter. It proves logically enough that theaction at which the Tilden candidates weree upon, chosen, appointed, and named as
Ietors, was a mere abortion-a vain tfort toeorm a function ultra mires and merely void.

Returning itoa d and the Electoral Coin-
laalon were justilled in treating It with con-pt. Of such an election it was no harm toify the records: for in their hast estate they

no value or validity. To forge them was noer crme, for it prejitidiced no right.
,k Ut is it true that the people of Louisiana androrida have no power to appoint electors? Youmythe power of the people to appoint becauseat power "is by the supreme law of the land(meaning the Federal constitution). vested in

Se rates,to be exercised in such manner as the
Iiatures thereof may direct." Now theslatures of the two States have directed thatthe power shall be exerclsed by the people, and

this makes their right as clear as if the legisla-
tive enactment had been textually inserted in
the constitution of the United Stat s. No
argument is necessary to make this intelligible
toa man of ordinary sense. There is the con-

tion and there are the laws of the States;
that runs may read." though, under the

stances, I suppose I must not allow my-
say that "a foot cannot err therein."

r5 OOGNIZED BY THE CARPET-BAGGEas.
It is hardly possible to imagine anything

prepoeterous than your notion that these
which give the power of appointment so
ty and so execusively to the people, do

"ct yve it to them because a Returning Board
rized to collate the votes, add them to-
and ascertain what choice the people

:.ade; that the power to inspect the record
he election and certify the result is the

elect that the right of the people to
their State offiloers and Presidential

role only the power to send up names to
retUrninR officer, who may choose them or

them this pleasure: that when the peo-
v made one appolatment and the Re-

8oard another. a. Iattertis the .due ap-
end the istrs*RQ .it4a a at I

:.1 I ' i .1

bt hn oaa pubhia h isatlOitt~ft. thorn. ttrl/ts Mn4tates 
'~o, atInrtecent yr~ r9Tnme~t of Luistaaso much to your n lraon. Alof thhem

out exception an 'wlout distinction o>
race, color or former condioq of servitude."
conceded the exclusive right and the unquall-
fied power of the veople to appoint electors of

resident and Vice President for their State.
This concession was not only made in words, it
was avowed in every act they performed, fromthe beginning to the end of their domination.

When Kellogg and his associates wanted theappointment of electors they asked the people
for it, and they acknowledged in a thousand
forms that 'he people alone could give it. The
returning officers themselves never denied the
power of the people to choose and appoint
whom they pleased for electors as well as forGovernor. Lieutenant Governor, and otherState officers. Their certificates, whether falseor true, did not jretend to be proprio rigere an
appointment. Every one of these papers pur-ported on its face to be a mere declaration of
the appointment previously made by the people.
No candidate who obtained one of them everundertook to use it except as evidence of a pre-
xisting right derived from a popular vote in
his favor. The monstrous doctrine that the
Returning Board could create title to an elective
office was never even broached, unle's to be
universally condemned as untenable. It is a
pity that in your long, frequent and affectionate
intercourse with the negroes and carpet-
baggers at New Orleans you did not pick up a
little knowledge of constititutional law.

Fatling to find any justification in the law for
those who did this deed, you must leave them
without an excuse or find one in the facts of the
case. Your demurrer is a preposterott sham,
and you must answer over. Was the true vote
of Louisiana counted or not?

THE FACT As TO LOUISIANA.
The great fundamental fact which underlies

all others in regard to Louisiana is that the
State by her qualified voters, chose and ap-pointed the Tilden electors in due and legal
form. This is proved by evidence clear and
decisive enough to strike all contradiction
dumb.

In less than two days after the election it was
known till over the country that in Louisiana
there had been a full poll and a heavy majority
for Tilden. Very soon afterward the official
counts made and recorded in the several par-
ishes by Republican offlicers of election were
brought together, and the exact vote of each
candidate was ascertained. The figures could
not be made to lie, and all parties agreed that the
majority for the Tilden electors averaged nearlyeight thousand. Now, remember, this
was a public act-not done in a corner, but
transacted in the face of the world ;and the on-
contradicted report of It carried perfect con-
viction along with it. Upon evidence of this
kind the most important fact in the history of
the universe was accepted as true in all parts of
the earth immediately after it happened, and
for more than eighteen centuries the most pow-
erful minds in Christendom havestakod upon It
their highest interests in this world and their
salvation in the next. But there was otherevidence. Committees of Congress were sean
down, charged with the special duty of inquir-
ing into the matter on the ground, and they
reported the true result of the election to be as
previously stated, that is to say. 7it0 majority
for Tilden. Even that is not all. The original
documents and records showing what the vote
was, as actualli counted by itepublican Com-
missioners of Election authenticated by their
sworn certiflcates, andi verified by the oaths
of many credible persons, were produced
before Congress and before the loctoral
Commnisson. These were conclusive proofs;
they were submitted to your inspe tion.and if you do not know from them that a large
majority of the people at that election voted for
Tildon electors and the Democratic State offi-
cers. you are wholly unlit for your business.
But you do know it, and cannot deny it without
totally destroylg your character for verae ty.
Forced by the irresistible strength of the
proofs, you admit, or assume, that the majority
for t he Ti'dea electors was 7179. So, therefore,
that is settled.LUUL 18 5)511cc.

A LEOAL AND PEACEABLE ELECTION.
There is another point. of fact that is also es-tablished. The majority for the Tilden electors

was made up by the votes of legally Qualiiled
citizens. I do not say this merely because thereception of the votes by the proper election
officers was per se an adjudication in favor ofthe voter's right, but for the further reason thatthe election all the polling places was in thehands and under the complete control of the
opposing party, who would certainly not per-
mit any Democratic vote to go in if they couldlegally keep it out. Besides, the House com-
mittee.when they went to Louisiana with power
to send f >r persons and papers, could not findanybody-not a carpet-bagger or a Custom-House ofcer-hardy enough to assert that theD)emo'rats had polled illegal votes. You havenot denied, and I suppose will not, that the ma-ority of 7659, which you admit was east for ther den electors, was cast by properly qualilled
ci t~zens.

Another thing: The election was free andpeaceable. The officers reported no disturb-ance. Every polling place was manned by po-licemen, deputy marshals, and soldiers In theinterest of the carpet-baggers, and all of themtestify that there was Lo violence of any kindwhich called for their interference. The sameis true with regard to the registration. Thatthere could have been no force or Intimidationat other places or times, which kept people
away from the election is proved by the largenumber that came. The vote was the heaviest
ever polled in the State; and larger in propor-tion to the whole population, as ascrtained bthe census, than in most other States where althe exertions of both parties were used to bring
out their last. nHat.

The necessary result, briefly stated, of all thefacts known and proved is this: that the people
of Louusiana, having the undoubted power tochoose their own electors did regularly, dulyand legally appoint the Tilden electors upon afull poll, at a free election and by a large ma-
jority; and the persons thus duly appointed bythe people were exclusively capable of castingthe presidential vote of the State, It followed
as the day follows the night, that the count otthe eigbt electoral votes from Louisiana for
Hayoe was a false count.

THE IiETUiININO BOARD.
But you say that the officers of the Returning

Board, by virtue of certain judicial powers con-ferred on it, could disfranchise the majority,
nullify their act of appointment. and virtuallytake the power of choosing electors into theirown hands. This brings us toanotherdispu edquestion of law: Is the Returning Board lawvalid and binding, or a mere nullity because ofits direct and palpable conflict with the consti-tution? Let us look.

Of course, neither you nor anybody will deny
that disfranchisement of a free citizen is a se-vere punishment reserved by the penal law forthe most infamous crimes. To inflict It is anexercise of the highest legal authority. Thejudicial power in Louisiana is exclusively con-
lined by the State constitution to certain enu-
merated courts and the Returning Board is notone of them, herefore, an act of the Legisla-
ture which gives to such a board any judicialpower to punish any person for any offence, isclearly void. But, in addition to this, it is pro-
vided by the fundamental law of all free States,including Louisiana, that even the courts ormagistrates capable of holding this power shall
never exercise it except upon formal accusa-
tion and due conviction, at a regular trial be-fore an impartial jury. Now, the legislative act
which you assert to be constitutional gives the
power to punish by disfranchisement to the Re-
turning Board, which is not a court, and au-
thorizes it to pronounce sentence of disfran-
chisement upon all the citizens of a parish atonce, for an act of violence not committed by
themselves or by any of them, bat by somebody
else whom they may never have seen or heardof. Even the tact that violence was committed
by other parties is to be ascertained, not by atrial. but by an inquiry conducted in secret, be-hind the back of the parties, on ex parte state-monts of their political enemies. The sentence
is to be carried reuorselessly out though ithave the efTeet of remanding the whole poople
of the State back to a hopeless bondage from
which they are struggling to be free.

Such a law you declare to be constitutional
and valid! There is not a half-grown boy in
the country of average understanding that does
not know better. I cannot help but believe that
a little reflection would have saved even you
from the shame and folly of making an asser-
ti.n so destitute of all sense and reason.

But you go further. You not only aver that
the power of the Legislature to pass such a law
cannot be doubted, but you declare that the
Supreme Court of Louisiana has adjudged it
to be valid, that is to say. consistent with the
constitution. This is extremely injurious to
that court, and, if believed, it would destroy all
confidence in the integrity of its judgments.
Knowing something of its members, I take
leave to say that they are utterly incapable of
tnaking a decision at once so false and so ab-
surd. In fact, they did not. No case ever cane
before them involving the question, and no die-
tum ever fell from either of them which could
c ve the Returning Board or its owners the least
hope of being sustained as a constitutional

A FALSIFIED DECtSION.
This falsification of a judicial decision to

uphold the power of the Returning Board in i
fabricating election returns has a curious his- I
tory. In November last, Mr. Stanley Matthews, 1in a published letter, said tbat the Supreme i
Court of the state had decided the Returning i
Board statute to be constitutional. He was
immediately picked up by naie Louisiana t
lawyers, who told him in a printed m
pamnhiet it was not true, and asked him with e
great politenese to oorrect theoerror. He was t

but the vi'ctsitter eo lttee real- a
sotd sr r abtatiiiy thse same t

tlo,#ypt u~d emtt-+ 1

h~ad the temerity tqgqld yipsa bookc of Loulsl-e ns woldb b o~tts in pon i said the decision
l ue . ose who, for want of time

or interest in tne subject d not examine the
report, were in some sor compelled to believe
what was affirmed about it by a senator who
professed to have carefully read it, and in con-soauence the reputation of the Louisiana court
suffered severely for a while. But the misrep-
resentation soon became known for what it
really was, and it was again thoroughly ex-
posed, as you very well know. Now, after all
this, here are you'at the same work again, pa-
rading anew the citation proved to le false half
a dozen times. The patient pertinacity of
Pope's spider, reconstructing its web as often asit was swept away, is the flgure that fits your
case. I will nit nuote the lines lest they offend
you by their coarseness.

You transcribe a passage in which you tell us
that the court has decided the validity of the
statute; but you are careful not to mention the
case or the book from which you take it; It is
found, however, in the case of Bonner vs.
Lynch on page 258 of the 25th Annual. There
is not in that passage, or in that case, or in that
book, one word that alludes in the remotest
manner to the constitutional question or the
power of the Legislature to pass such a law.
The case being examined shows that no such
point was raised by the record, or discussed by
counsel or adjudicated by the court. The solo
question was whether the court had authority to
reverse the proceedings of the Returning Board
and correct its errors. Four judges concurred
in the opinion that inasmuch as no statute ex-
pressly gave them that power, they could take
no cognizance of the subject for want of juris-
diction retioant materi. You might just as
well cite that case to prove the constitutionality
of the reconstruct ion law.

You claim that this same case not, only estab-
lishes the validity of the act creating the he-
turning Board, but the conclusive effcct of its
action; wharevas, in truth and in fact, the court
holds the direct contrary, and says that a certi-
ilep tof the hoard is merely preimal.rieevity-
dehee in favor of the person who gets it. How,
indeed. could the court have done otherwise,
seeing that the statute itself declares, l4tirdenrt
ve4rbis, that the certiflcate shall bc, not conclu-
sive, but prima ' uriee merely? And here it ought
to be noted that where you profess to set forth
the provision of the legislative act which makes
the certificate of the board evidence, you garble
it shamefully and alter it to make it flit your
assertion that it is conclusive by cutting out the
words which declare it to be only price .hiw o.

A FIT APoLooisT Foa FRAUD.
I am not sure that you have made those stiis-

statements with malice prepense.
But wrong is wrought for want of thought
As well as want of heart.

You utter whatever comes uppermoit if it
seems to serve your purpose, without. stopping
to consider whether it is right or wroni. Adusta
to this, you have the dangerous gift of talking
on asuboct you know nothing about just as
well as if you understood it. This combinat.io4
of mental qualities gives you a matchless skill
at bluitaering.

As expert divers to t he bottom fall,
Mooner than those whocannot swim at all.
So, by this art of writing without thinknhg,
You have a strange alacrity in sink ting.

B sides this. the obliquity of your mo4ral
vI don prevents you from so-dug either facts or
principles as they are seen by others. You have
no doubt that Wells. Anderson anul the two miu-
lattoos, when they corruptly altered anti falsi-
fled the election returns, exorcised a wise dis-
cretion." The manifest sincerily with which
you make your confession of this singular failt i
marks you tuit for the fittest. luau that. could
have been found to serve the (I r at Fraud by
blaspheming the ctnstitlutiin of a froe Stite,
mutilating her statutes, and imputing to her
judges absurd dtcisious which they never
made,

THE FiIAUIUILENT ('latTIin ATEs.
But let that pass. We will now assume that

the Returning 1lard was a constltutionlI body
vested with all the power you cilrn for it, andalso Ibat its 'crtill ate is conclusive. 1)u' it
follow that, its a'tion is binding, if it he fraudu-
leut? No; n tribunal with full jurisdliction liesno more power to nhmmit, fraud than a privatecitizen. A judgment of the Huprerne Court of
the United States utuin a matter clearly within
its attlhority is utterly void if tainted with cor-
rup ion. No paper of any kind, no official cer-tifl' ate, no deid, no record. can weigh a feather
in the scale of justice. If it has been concoctedin wilful falsehood or procured by actual deceii-
tion. Such a paper or record when produced in
evidence has precisely the same probative forceas a forgery; neither more nor less. In saying
this, we are backed by the good sense and hon-
esty of all mankind, and by rules of lawtthat are
universally accepted. Nobody has yet dared todeny this principle. No Republican counselor
met it in argument when the Democratlc coun-
sel set it forth: none of the eight r sponded
when all of the seven presented it. Even you
with all your "strange alacrity in sinking," can-not get down low enough to contradict it.

Any court, any legislative body any commis-sioner or arbitrator, who reeelves a paverknown to have been fraudulently made, and
gives it the effect of a true one, or adopts it asthe foundation of a judgment, or allows it to
prejudice any opposing right, commits a mostscandalous outrage upon law and justice. The
principle which excludes a document tainted
with that kind of inbuity is fundamental.
axiomatic and necessary to the safety of all
rights pDublic as well as private. It is of uni-
versal application, imprguiable, unassailable.
without variableness, or shadow of turning. It
stands now as it has stood since the beginning
of the world.

Whole as the marble. founded as the rock.
As broad and general as the casing air.
B WHAT THE EIOHT COMMISsIONEnS DID,

The Electoral Commission was constituted
with authority clearly defined to determine acertain controverted matter of fact. to wit:

- Whether Kellogg and his seven associates had
been duly appointed electors by the people ofLouisiana or not. To maintain the affirmative
side of that issue the certificate of the Returning
Board was alone rolled upon. The eight com-missioners, against the solemn protest of theirseven brethren, accepted that certiilcate and
held it to he good, nay. conclusive proof of the
fact averred, although it was, and they knew itto be. not only tainted, but saturated through
and through with the most atrocious fraud andtherefore as corrupt in morals and as void in
l law as the nakedest forgery that ever was made.

1 Thus it came to pass that this great cause, in-volving the title to the highest office in the re-
public, was determined upon evidence which
no justice of the peace would receive in a suit
for the price of two sheep. In one of the reg-ular courts of the country, upon a trial for land
or money, the mere offer of such evidence bycounsel, knowing its real character, would be
extremely dangerous, It would not only be re-
jected.butthe guiltycounselor would be pun.
ished, not in the same way (for there is a tech-
nical difference), but on the same principle, thatcourts punish the utterance of counterfeit
money. To pollute the administration of jus-
tice by passing false and fraudulent documents
upon a court is, indeed, very much worse than"shoving the queer" uaon ashopkeeper.

Of course, the wickedness of all this depends
on the seieeter. Involuntary ignorance would
be an excuse. But the corrupt character of this
certificate was known to all the world, andbeing a public fact, the commissioners as well
as everybody else were hound to know it; be-sides that, the evidence was exhibited to theireyes; their rejection of it assumed it to be true;
and they expressly ruled that no proof of fraud,
however clear, would diminish the value of thefalse paper in their estimation. So far as I am
informed, they have never pretended to be ig-
norant of the fa t that this vote was the ofi-sprin of a fraudulent conspiracy nor havethey denied the law, which makes ht void for
that reason. There is, therefore, nothing forit but to leave their reputation for judicial in-tegrity, as Bacon left hii: "To foreign coun-
tries, to future ages, and to men's charitable
speeches.'

The eight commissioners and the counsel on
their side tried to frame a weak excuse for this
dereliction of duty by reasoning thus: Congress
gave the commission no power but what thetwo houses might have exercised themsely, s;
the two houses had no authority to revise elec-
tion returns from any state; ei'to, the commis-
sion must receive a false, fraudulent. and voidcertificate as if it were a real return, true and
valid. In this syllogism, the premises, wajor
and mino', are unsound, and the c >nclusion is r
a non s.quitur. Congress has power, clear and 1
unquestionable, not to revise the action of the IState authorities for the purpose of correcting rtheir mere errors, but to ascertain whether a 1
paper pretending to be a return is a real return
or a fraud. If the two houses are to count the 1
votes they must have the verifying power which
enables them to determine wbat are votes and r
what are not. A fraud or a perjury is not a i
vote. this verifying power was delegated to r
the commission with directions to a-certain by iit who were duly appointed. The majority did i
not d cline to exercise the power; they assnm"d r
it, took it and executed it, but they miisused and tabused it so as not to verify, but to falsify the t
vote.

CHIEF JUDGE CHURCH.
You invoke the name of Judge Church, the

present Chief Justice of the State of New York.If that distinguished, upright and learned
gentleman is on your side of this contro-versy. I admit that the Great Fraud has a most i
powerful friend. But your claim that he favors t
your doctrine is prima facie evidence that he is 
against you; for, in citing authorities, you are
nothing if not deceptive. You give us a single
sentence which you say is his, but you do not
tell us whether it is from a judicial opinion, ta published letter or the report of an oral con- Uversatiha, Knowing "the sin thatdo~th sosass- tr

,1- oonteux, or else madesan appicwaiNon ofit wt ioh

a theauthor never intnded. Let ue look it it.
te Yo mnake the thie Judge say thrat t ,e au-
te thentication of the election of the Freti-
re dential Electors, acoording to the laws of
to each State, is final and concluuive, and that
z- there exists no power togo behind them." This
rt sentence, with hIs bad rammar and opaqueness
p- of expression, is not lio Judge Church's clear
it and accurate style. But he may have said that
t- the results of an election, hie,."tl authenticated
11 by the proper authorities of the Stato, accord-

1- ing to its laws and the acts of Congress ought

,if to be accepted as final and dleisive of all anre-
tf cedent disputes about it. Thae is no doubt his

is opinion, and I firmly believe him to be right on
tr this as on other questions of law. lint does It

d follow that a fraud or a forgery may he regarded
as a proper authentication? Have the two housesis of Congress, when they come to count the

to votes, no right to distinguish between ato true paper and a paper void for mant-
is fest corruption ? Ask Judge Church to
s. say for your comfort and assistance that
'e Congress or any other tribunal may lawful-
it ly receive and treat. as true a false paver known

it to have heen concocted in wilful fraud. Instead
it of gratifying your wish, he will make the ten-v, derest vein in your heart acote with his con-
h tempt.

y A TO THE ALLErIED OUTRAGES.

Ao Many persons are of opinion that you di.! tnot
it write the article to which your name is append-
d ed. There is intrinsic evidence that certain
t- parts of it were not produced by you; for iu-
e stiance, the defense of the earpet-haggers, which

- certainly nobody but one of their own number
s would make now, sine. the Ad ininistration at
v Washington has deserted them, arid

From their ruined fortunes their familiars slink
away.

But you are made to itrpear its a believer in
s the virtue of the knaves who almost riesolatod'Louisiana by their exactions, taxed property to

a pointi that miade it iiminst worthless. Issued
innumerable millions of fratuulit b 'nds, re-
1duced public securities to forty per cent, pa-
tronized larceny all over the State, and left the
i people to the protection of no law but lynch
law. I lTe writer could not igioir these enor-
n mtites for he matiifestly ha! reud what you
probably never rook the trutin tl to look tt-the

t reports made to Congress by Mrirsrs. Potter,
Foster, Wheeler, Phelps and others, which ea-

r tablish the farts inconlestibly. It was a sin and
a shanme to make you express adrmiration and
res rect for thise unmitigeird scamps, and
ftrile its yor are. I wonder that you sthriited
to it. They rmight have spared you this degra i
dation. Was it not enough for yon to have saidti
that the rascality of the Itutirning Jiotird was ,

tthe exercise of a wise riisrretion'" '
You, or somotrody for you, have rndertaken

to repeat the amttzig argunimnt, ihat thl tIn-
turning Board anti the EleetorilComimissirn
wlrt right in disregarding the popular vote and
setting aside the elrction in LorIstiana (free,
fulln and fair though it was). becnuse nurierrus
murders had heen committii in the Stat.r diur-
itug the period of cirpet-hag rult'. It. was tit- 1
leged that these murders r tid beet. grin on I
steadily for years tit the awful a verruage of aboutr l
four every Iry. and though the perpetrators of ,
thrim were well known, the public iuthorities
had tinot taken measures to punish i single oniii.
Nobody was htng or tried. or even irrisitod. I
hdid not brelive this story. it wits ue ried on

r good aithority iair supported by no cruel 1it.lr'
evidence. Un I 1 insisted that. if it was true,
the peourl were right in turning outiotrict'rs
-who suffr ed such a state of thlngs tr exist, indelecting others whir would protect life by a

- faithful exeoction of th. laws. It did scorn tor
t me like a new spotres of mrrrat tisaitity tr :itv
t that the law-abt Itng and tinest citizens of the
I State should r eitr r fnrhittle beciurse they hot7 cast their votes rigidntst ofilhrrs whir , ltrsit's

being public piuuilorers, hid trtkrr, away allr security for lifc by m rrrtiittirng 4ltli, murdelrrs in
thrre years tog r ontirely unrirtinshird.

Upon this you iissri, or itn least sign vour
name to an assertion and itubrlish It in it mtrga-

I rinr is yours, that I adtti/Iel' the pcrrit retin t
rof the nmurdcrr rrrferrrdto; that I imin/icilrtnhm. r

I alleging that the ./elr l rnetral ltl,- robs /trrr ,lit/. ri
to punish or prep' tit then,. This represents
in. s thitr most ittlnhman mobster on the eiarthr tA mnan who would justify the int urovrkr d its- s
sassinatirn of 4001, eacearible airl h1tlpiess rutr-
sons, including 'women atn chiltrion. Ott the tmore ground thuti the govrarnirtrntwas unarltre
t, prevent it, won ot tIllauthesitate to commit t
murder himself whtnovrr hr roitti do it with
impunity. This odious chargr is pressed iton it
me explicitly, and ropeated in many forms h
through several pages of violent denunciation. P
Now. mark mty answer will. The man who s
wrote this part of the article which pisses as
yours is a base impostor. Every opinion, i.
thought and sentimeit expressed by inc is pire- re1)l5 the t tr-leriSt of what he imputes to inn. I it
pronounced the story of the frr rIhousand mtr- iidcrs what I did then, and do still believe it t'r
be-a sheer fabrlcation got up to order for par- e
tisan purposes. So far from justifying ttostr a
murders, I declared that if such outrages had xw
really been committed, the carpet-bag authori-
ties of the State had made theimsrives infamniu ti
by their failure to punish them. Furthermore, tiI averred it as matter of fact, and showed it very Kconclusively to be true, that the State govirn- p
mcntwas armed with physicail power amply nsufic~rient to enifirre the law, preserve the preat' 1c
anud protect life. All this I sail, not lit doubtful
or ebsrure language, iurtso plainly that no man hwith intelligence one degree above that of an tirindt could misunderstand me, s,The direct, straigirtforward mendacity of this tieffot to defame mr is literally wonderful. I a
speak soberly and without passion when I say 1ithat I think there is nothing like it on record. cNo reader w.l1 be able to conelve the grossness ,J
of it without comparing your article at pages ,
225-11-7 with mine it parges 4-in-i. Even thenhe will not understand it unless he looks erar- p
rowly at the puisages which the writer prr-tends cato crrpy troan men. Tirre are all fraurdulently
changedi and ralteuredi. My disbuitdet in tite mair- cr
der stories of Sheridan and Sherman, my dc- tttestation of those crimes if they weru hrn oitruth committed, antt of the government, ci
whicht could punish them end did not-my Snuneriuivoeal expressioi of these serth- hi
ments are suppressed and exseimrnied tcfrom prassatges ruioted. Discnnnect, .1 son- hilances are picked out frorn diirerent inplaces, mutilated transposed and then joined ti,together, is if f bad written them contttinu- hiously in that order, whereby the whiol m
50t5iseand meanuirg irf ray words ttre tri
perverted. I am mitre out to be an vi
ttpoiogist for mrrrder and mob vinrience, just Cr
as you an ght prove frrmm tire hibrr tirat there is ci
no God. This is not ian imlertable brrgery. 11u1 s
many a mini lits serveri out his term itt Sing mrSlag who woruln scorn ian tttempt t'r ruinr his si,
nelghbnrr by the fririililent waking or aitcrra- Dr
tron of a pairer-writitig to tire irrejurlice of his cc
character

I am told, and I Incline to believe'
' that you did not write this part of the article
which passes for yours, Some smart cerpet-
bagger put it together and gave it to you to try
how much he could make you disgrace yourself
for his an usement or his malice, and you putyour name to it without knowing whether it
was right or wrong. This relieves you from the
imputation of lelitibtate falsehood. But why,oh! why were you silly enough to become the
cat's-paw of such a mischievous monkey?

THE FLOaIDA CASE.
I have spoken mainly of the Louisiana case,because that is the one of which you ought tohave some special knowledge. You have, how-ever, gone into Florida. and tried to defend thedecision in favor of that fraud. As might have

been expected, you make a bungle of it. I will
restate the points as held by the commission sofar as you attempt to indicate them.

Professing to vindicate the great principle of
State rights, the commissioners forced uponFlorida electors whom the State had rejected
when she made her own choice, and againstwhom all the departments of her governmenthad protested. The fraudulent nullity manu-
factuu ed by two canvassing officers was allowed
to outweigh the will of the State as expressed
by her Executive, her Legislature, and her
courts, as well as the solemn voice of her peoplein their primary capacity.

The Commission invested the canvassing offi-
cers with judicial authority, and held that theircertificate was the decree of a tribunal. It isperfectly certain that by the law of the State the
canvassing officers have no such power. Theact of the Legislature does iot give it to themand the Supreme Court of the State had decidedin the mest emphatic manner that their dutieswere purely ministerial.

The commissioners went another step. Twoclerks being metamorphosed into judges con-
trary to the law of the State, it was next main-
tained that their fraudulent act was as good asan hon-st judgment, and this was against thelaw of the whole civilized world.

All the questions of law and fact controverted i
before the commissioners with reference to the '
vote of Florida had been adjudicated by a Statecourt of competent jurisdiction in a cause be-tween the same parties. It was not open to an-
other hearing. But the eight commissioners, I
reckless of their plain duty, or not understand-
ing it, though warned by their brethren, made a idecision diametrically opposite, and the fraud I
that had been legally crushed was restored toanother life.

It might be possible for a very ingenious manto gloss over these anomalous rulings with someappearance of plausibility. But your argument
only s-ts them in a worse light. Your weak andawkward defense of them will convince any in-te'ligent man who reads it that they are whollyindefensible. If the commissioners were not v
ashamed of their errors before, they must have oblush. d when they saw them supported by suchtwaddle as yours. C

SHEBMAN'S VISITING COMMITTEE.
You are naturally offended by my reference to dthe conduct of Mr. Sherman's visiting commit- s

I t1 11 b eatr sj i hirpwetepr
perton ofteGet] a; I used too atroaig

" a zrese on.
her ease is too serious to be dealt with

Slightly. So far as depends on me, I will not
stffer them to be prejudiced by your blundering
s advocacy. But they have hurt themselves very
s much by declaring insincerely end untruly that
r they went to Louisiana only to witness the count
t of the electoral vote by the Returning Board.

I Nobody believes that they would drop their af-
fairs atlhome start immediately after the elec-
tion. travel al the way to Louislaina, and stay
there at great expense for a month, mnerely that
s they might be present as speclators, when Wells,
t Anderson and the two mulattoes would cipher
t up the returns. No; they meant business
Sor some kind, good or evil, and evil is always
s suspected of that which covers itself under
a sham. Another pretense of theirs falls to
i bear examination. They said they could not
" advise an honest count or reprobate a false one
r without fear of offense to the returning oficers.t Ths extreme delicacy is all simulated. Noth-
ing could bs more ridiculous than the idea that
t the committee was restrained by politeness

I from interfering tostop the fraud, it they want-
ed it stopped. They could have crushed it with
" a word. if they had simply said that an honestcount, must be mado of all the legal votes ac-
tuatlly east, and that no man should, with their
consent, he recognized, protected or rewarded
t for falsifying or fraudulently altering returns,
the concp iracy would have dissolved that ini stant. Their refusal to do this or sotnettting
eituivalent, when pressed and solicited by the
J Democratic commt tee, nieds to he vindliated
by come better reason than any thati has yet
been given,

They not only did not preveit the grat. fraud
when they might have done it so acsily, but
they encouraged It, intent.tonaliy or in eten-
tioialvy, by telling the conspirators that power
to dinfranchitn the ettizeis of the hatite might
constitutionally tie exercised by the Iiiturning
Board, and to give this plausibility they cited a
void statute and a decision of the Hupreme
Court which had never been made. By renson-
lg wholly unsound they made the conspirators
tiBoive that if they put their fraud into the
"forms of law" it could never he uoestioned.

Moreover, after the fraudulent alteration of
the vote had bion made, they pronounred it a
righteous thing. How far thy were coiscien-
tioie in this I do nit pretend to say. But if a
titan approves of a contsummated crime, I. Idoes
not require much faith in human weakness to
belitev that hi might have thlped it along
wit lie It was yet it letri.

Again, the chatrinan of that visiting com-
niittee has since become Secretary of the treas-
ury, and controis the appoiitm'nit iii removal
of Custom-House offteers at New Orleans, as
well as elsewhere. Wells is Surveyor of the
port. and Anderson is Deputy Collector. Are
these oilfes the considerattion. In while or In
tart, of their corrupt service in the iieturning

Jioaril? What other claims to those Iierative
anti highly responsible offii cis ltd he pro-
ferred by this bract of detected crimtiacts?

Though these facts mako an impression very
unfavorable to the cimmeittoe, they are but
moral cireumstances. The ptiitlic is not pet in
possession of any dirtct evidenee which shows
eithtr of them to have natually partitlpaited inconcoeting perjuriel affldavits, bargained for
falsifleil records, ir made speetitl promises of
reward for corrupt servies. All of them are
mnn of good general reputation : most of themstunrd su high that a charge against them of
willutil ilishon'sty, unless suppni ted by over-
whelming proof. must be rejected as incredible.
Htme, perhaps. were tied to the tall of the
comirittee who Iinl not knowlodge enotgh of
t ie su hjedt to make them fairly rosninsitbl for
what they said or did. You yitursaif are in no
danger If you get. groper credit. fir your tiontil
imtreclity: at least I think it crnt he ittisly
shownithatgreat allowance ought to Cii made
for you on I hat score.

rite ititCHiANAN AT)tINrTirATmTiN.
I cofrno now to your 1fb or of the Juiehanfn

-Afruinistrlrion. Jr Is tIs difilult to auuirlyz-' us
i the solding ot a tish womnur. But out of your
reckless and half crazy circurmlofution 1 am
11bl to extract ttie following chtrges:

1. That the President and of her members of
tfe Atnrrlrlstration were in favor oI the seers-
si 01 movement, and irstred its su ff15,.

2. T'1)it to make it, sucf-ssulu they. and par-
ticularly the Presil'nt himself, b'hlaved treach-
+erously and unfaithfully to the Federal Govern-
mernt.

a. That the President comtinefd with sf55f-
mionists in tht treasonablf pift to break up the
Union, estabiish an inflcpefndrnt Southern lion-
ffdffracy, and aiuse It to he recognized as a
separate nation by foreign governments.

4. That lin po rsuinr-e of this plot, anfd to carry
it out, the Presidfnt not only abanifofad but
denied the right of the government to preserve
itsflf or to maintain its authority, or to exrcute
its laws or to put down resistance by force,.

5. That as a conseunenceo of thesf and other
evil deeds, the Buchanan Administration be-
came Iftursed, as the cause of the civil war.
with all its loss of blood and treasure.

I will not now write an asiay on the history of
that period, or go into a general explanation of
the events which took plane on the eve of the
war. I am wh lly on the defensive, and my
present duty is merely to stab' certain facts
already well known, and which show that your
charges are false and groundless.

Mr. Buchanan's regular message of Decem-
ber, 1set. addressed to a Congr ss in which all
the Northern and Southern States were repre-
sented is an unanswerable argument against
the right of separation, and the most powerful
appeal for union and harmonious tbedience to
law that ever was made to the American people,
exfeptin perhaps, Washington's Farewell Ad-
dress and Jackson's I'roclamation. No one canread It now without fufling that if his wisecounsels had been heeded, the unity of the Ite-
public would have been preserved in the bonds
of a lasting peace.

Only those who know, of their own knowl-
edge, what rolations actually existed between
the Administration and the leading advocate-,
of separation, can see how preposterous is the
charge of conspiracy between them. For many
Southern gentlemen the President, no doubt,
had a warm affection which it was not easy to
tear from his heart; and their attachment to
him had been long and faithful. But the mo-
ment hr assumed his public attitude of opposi-
tion to their movement, they fell away from
him In a body. and bocame his unanimous ene-
mies as far as they could be so consistently with
their respect for his acknowledged personal
virtues. Even the Southern members of his
Cabinet could not reconcile it with their prin-ciples to hold offlie under him. The great gulf.
soon to be filled with blood and tire, was al-
ready opened. The Administration was on one
side of it and all secessionlsts ofi the other.
Does that look like a combination to effect a
common purposo by concert of act inn?

A BLANDER REFIrTED.A SLANDER REFUTED.
Not less absurdly false is the charge that the

- Administration denied the power of the Federal
government to maintain its just supremacy byI force.t We held not only that no right of separationt existed, and, as a logical consequence, that all

3 State ordinances of secession were mere nulli-ties, but we claimed for the government of the
Union the right to save its perfect integrity bythe use of all the physical force which might befound necessary. This power was given by the
constitution itself, according to our exposition
of it, thus:

To take or retake and keep possession of allforts, arsenals, dockyards, custom-houses, post-offices land, and other public property of theUnited States; to collect the duties. impoets.and taxes wherever due; to execute the laws byenforcing the judgments of the Federal courtsand the legal orders of all Federal officers, andto do this by military power wherever the civilauthority is not strong enough; these are thecoercive powers bestowed on the ga eral gov-ernment for its own preservation. d these,instead of being abandoned by the chananAdministration, were most distinctly aeserted.What we did deny was, the right of the UnitedStatss to make war upon a Sta/e acs a S/et, de-clare all the inhabitants beyond the protectionof law, and put them all to the sword as publicenemies, for theoretical hercsies expressed Ilya few of them in the form of void ordinances.We thought as Washington, Madison and Jack-son thought and said on similar occasions. thatthe force which supported the law ought to bedirected against the individuals who op psed it,and not against innocent persons why cap-pened to live in the same State.
The United States, being (within erta.a lim-its) a sovereign government, to which ibedi-

enee was due directly from the peupir, it took
no notice of State lines, and could nit makewar upon a Stale any more than a State couldmake war upon a county. The opooeits doe-trine, whlieh would interpose the Snate betweenthe people and the Federal government, was
she doctrine of the secessionists, which we re-
jeeted as unsound and heretical.

JI the executive had at that time opened anindiscriminate and aggressive war it would
not only have been lawless murder, but itwould, as every one now can see, have endedin complete disaster, and the cause of the Unionmust have utterly perished.

The Executive function is confined by thestatue book as well as 'he en stitution. TtrPresident could not. and he said plainly that tiewould not, violate his oath of office by userpirig
powers which the law withheld from him. ButCongress could give him all that was needed
It did not do so. On the 9th of January he sent
in a special message, describing the dangers towhich the Union was exposed by the inaction
of Congress, and showing the inadequacy
of his means to control the rising revolution.Congress would not vote a man or a dollar, norin any way strengthen the Executive hand.That these views of al and constitutional

ow t a r t not open to theelites Southet rswho retired. all the Cabinet fully, !yie2nnuTd intheta. fin. Clas, Oeiz r.-izas. Sissetot, fir. T~ue

r~e aw ewreo n ma nn one o
ur eouition of it was not, to myknowl ,

t ought or said to be erroneous by any mew
Cofiha Cod ress Our suoes ols of the i

i dminitrtionadopted t n all Its
and breadth. Tp this day no lawyer of avmy
ability has over fairly considered it and tb
candidly put in a dissent. It is so manifeetlicorrect-so simply just and right-that all metagree to it.

ONE WAY TO EARN A FOUEION MIssION.
Such being the true state of the case as therecord shows, you assail the Buchanan Admin.istration with filthy abuse, and charge 1.rBuchanan himself, not only whith entertainingopinions totally different from t osehe aetuaBhold and expressed, but with criminal note ofthe darkest dye.
Apart from the palpable falsehood of thoseaccusations, your attempt to criticise a manlike Mr. Buchanan is unpardonably presumpt-nou0s. Your judgment upon his character orconduct, even if honestly expressed, is notworth a straw. Doubtless he hai his share olimperfectons; but how could you teil he i fautitfrom his virtues? You believe that the fraudu-ient alteration of election returns is "the e r-else of a wise discretion ;" you believe the Louisiana Returning law to be just and constitut-ional you believe it right to r note a jidicialdecision for a principle whilh the case dnot containt how, thea, can any moralstandard of yours he applied to a states-man whose life was upnriget, pure, and patriotic? Your faith in, mnd affection for, tie ear-pet- bag knaves make it a necessity n yournature to vilify yuchanan who was in all thimmetdeir opposite. His il ua as hlmoral superiority puts you 50 widely apart thatyon can tever know anything whatiever aboutit. I do not wish to exaggerate his m sa i-

tude or your littieness; and I could notho Iwould try, for no comparison of mine cande-scribe the difference between you. Hype onand a satyr; the towering eagle and the mousowl:; the Kilag of the Titans anad the dwarf
tis feet; the builder of the soiemn temple anthe ily on one of Uis columns-none or thtriter simies gives an idea of the immeasur, dedistance which separates you from him No-holy experts the scurvy politician who Usieshimself with fixing up ialse election returns
to understnd the thou ghts, motives or aBts ofthe inicorrupjtible magistrate, whose walk is onther mountain ranges of the law.

Let us look for a moment at your method ofsupporting the charges iou make, and see lowworthy it is of you and your carpet-bag asso-ciates. In sustr.oiic, your naccusations are thathe anil his Administration, being In complicity
with treason, favored the right of the itates toseParet from the Union at pleasure, and, inthe interest of the seceding States, denied thetower of the general government to maintn
its authority by force. Tae mnewsage honestly
quoted proves exa rly the reverse. But yousuppress all that it contaitns upon those sub-
jelts, and quote certain setitenes relating to atotally diterert matter, namely, the right of thegeneral government U, make aggressive war
upon a Sti'e, and all the people thereof, with-out regard to their personal guilt or innorenet.Boceut e lhe shows that the onstituti ouhas
wisely withheld till power from both the
I'resident and Congress. you say that he aban-doned aend denied the othier powers which, in
nett, le asserted and claimed in that samemm asage.

I do not ask if this be a fair way to doeasme aiatn whot death has disarmed of the power ofself-defense, for I suppose that, in your eyes, it
is eminently pro ir. You have tno doaubt theis "a wise discretion," like that of Wells and
Atuderson when they transposed the figureoonthe return from Vernon parish, The
trick, to lhe sure, Is perfectly transparent,
but your mental calibre is just small enough to
tot you think that even a detected falsehood Is
better thuan none.

Nor would I advise you to cease yoursituperation of the dead President. His
memory is Intensely hated by manye ower-
fuol parsons to whom his dignified and virtuous
life war a constant reproach. Toslanderhimintwll surest way to curry favor whit them, anbthey can assist you to get a foreign mission orsome other office for which you are equally un-fit. Lost, no opiportunity, thlen, of being super-servierubi,. 'Ilake every occasion to load up as
ranch dlirt as your little cart can carry, and.
however far it taek s you out of your way, drive
arotind and dhump it on the grave ouf Buchanan.
It will not distutrb his repose and no doubt it
will increase your chances of promotion very
much.

PERHONAL.PEIuIONAL.
Ty It is always more or less awkward to speak of
no one's self. But you have drisned my Indrvi'vr life into this discussion am! falsely accusemto of gross misbehavior. i shall mako my defense

with as little epoismr. as the nature of the caseor will permit.
You have positively averred, published andir. proclaimed that I adopted the views of the se-

r'cessionists and entered into a "devilish enn-
of ning" conspiracy with them to destroy theof Union; that I brought the "accursed Adminis-
lie tration" into this traitorous combination,my pressed the opinion that each State had a right

to separate from the Union at pleasure, andur declared the government destitute of all power
to preserve itself by compelling obedience to itsn- laws, with much more to the same effect.

dil To this I oppose my explicit denial. I declare
that all you say about me in this connection is
.st perfectly and entirely false, not only in itsgen-ul eral tenor, but in every detail. No act that Ito ever did. no line that I ever wrote, noword that

e, I over spoke can give the slightest support to
- any one of your charges. On the contrary, all
in my utterances, public and private, are diamet-
s rially the reverse of this.
' Up to this point I have been willing to excuseis you on the score of incapacity. You could not

be expected to see the unconstitutionality of theI- Returning Board law, or the legal right of the
'n people to choose their own electors, or the dis-
" honesty of altering election returns, or the rule" that fraud makes void whatever it taints by itsy touch In quoting the Louisiana court to provea"i principle which it did nort mention, perhaps
x, you only repeated like a parrot wbat others said:o before, without knowing what it meant. When
you asserted the conclusiveness of the #eturn-- ing Board's action on the authority of thestatute and a judicial decision, you may have

omitted the words "prima facte" from yourh rendering of bothr because you thought that
I concjrirae and prima facie were synonymouss terms. You probably did not write that part of

t your article which most falsely accuses me of:admitting and justifyin the murder of inno-
cent and helpless people by thousands. All0 your misstatements upon the Florida easer. could be accounted for by your lack of legala knowledge. Even your misrepresentation of
Mr. Buchanan might be considered the una-voidable blunder of a narrow mind struggling
with asubject beyond its comprehension. Bute this slander of me is a different thing. Givingt1 you credit for as much ignorance as you can

Y possibly plead, and making all allowance forthe curious moral strarisumaus with which youare afflicted, still judgment must go against
,1 you. that here you have ,r'ilfurlly broken the

- ninth commandment.
f MOtE CARBLIaNo,

h Manifestly, you sought most diligently for
evidence to show that I had been opposed to

2 the Union, favored secession, and advised
against the right of the government to exeeUt'-its own laws. The further you went in your

- search. the more proofs you found tocontr dlctthe calumny which you had predetermiaed to
utter, and you found absolutely nothing, forV nothing existed, to sustain it. But, true to the

morality of the Returning Board, you resolyIto nake' what you could not flinc. You took myI opinion of Nov. 20, late, and there you saw anexposition of the subject precisely the opposite
of that which you wished to impute to me.Then you falsified the record, suppressed what
I actually wrote, and attributed to me senti-ments which I never entertained or uttered.
Your a"count of the Dapvr and its contents is- not only different from, but directly contrary to,1 all that is contained in the paper itself.

3 This is had enough, but that is not the worst
of it. In order to give some show of authen-
ticity to your false version of my opinion you
pretend to transcribe a paragraph; but yourtranscript is basely fraudulent. Let any mantake volume 9 of the Attorney General's Opin-ions, look at this one on page GIj, and com reyour pretended copy with the original. opick out sentences here ant there from differentolaces, and present ther to your readers as if
I had written them continuously, What youstrike out is absolutely necessary to a properunderstanding of what you leave in. A mostserious and embarrassing difficulty had beenbrought upon ture adumiitstratiou by the resig-nation of all the Federal officers in South Caro-lina. The President, anxious to perform hiswhole duty. required my aivi"e. Of courseI'lid not say this was cases belli as against theState. We could not lawfully kill the wholepopulation because our officers vacated the
places to which we had appointed them. Mili-tary force might bh' sent there to aid the civilofficers in executing the laws, but we must. firsthave civir officers to be aided. For this I gavereasons which any one who reads the opinionwill perceive to be entirely satisfactory. Youmake me talk nonsens-' about it; I seem to pro-pound a qruestion which I do not answer; to de-seribe a dirtitulty without proposing any relief,and to draw a conclusion from no premises.Having thus deprived the passage 0 its realmeaning, you ascribe to it a false one, andassert that it contains sentiments inspired by
'treasonable allies" of the. Administration "Inaid of the great reboilion.'

In law this is not a forgery. But among menof average honesty the fraudulent alterationof a paper to Injure another's charafler passesfor about as shameful and base a thing as a
be done. Let me illustrate by cases whiehlneed not say, are merely hypothetieal.
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