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Tlic fact being preneraliy known that one of the c

blest of the counsel for the President would address t
the Senate to-duv drew together. considering the un- j
pl'-aHant character of the weather, an unusually large «

crowd. Judge Groesbet-k was the speaker of to-day; t

and, now tliat the day is over, the general opinion is a

that he has borne off from both sides the laurels for o

argument and eloquence. In gesture and graceful- f
*:hh of manner Judge Groesbeck a good deal re- I
Arables Mr. Rtanbery. The latter, however, has J
much more mobility of countenance and greater &
volume of voice. Judge Groesoeck began by detln- £
ing the jurisdiction of the court, and said -j
it was empanelled to try a certain class h
of eases and no other, and in the trial F
it was no longer a Senate, but a court. As members ^
of the Senate they look a political oath.as members e
of the court a judicial one. Here he disposed of Mr. I
Butler's slop logic, that the court was bound by no

tow, but was one unto themselves. His voice at this
lime was growing weak and husky, and, seemingly
unable for the task of delivering what he had proposedto liimself.a three hours' speech.Senator
Fessenden, evidently out of sympathy for the Judge,
asked him to defer the rest of his remarks until
Monday and allow the Managers to occupy the remainderof to-day. The Judge thanked him very ®

ourteousiy, hut said he did not expect to be in a
better condition for some time and would finish his u
address to the best of his vocal ability. He went 8

ahead cautiously and well un'll two o'clock, when a £
recess was declared. e

It whh after the rcce&s that Judge Groesbeck came
out in bold relief as a skilful, farseelng and eloquent |J
debater, llid voice underwent a remarkable change tl
Tor the better, it suddenly loBt its huskiness, and in jj
the striking passages of his address distinctly inter- y
preted the meaning of the speaker. He was particu- c

larly etrcctive in that portion of his specch where he j)
showed the debate In the Convention of 1789 con- a
eluded by lodging the power of removal with the tl
President, and that the Supreme Court, with twenty
administrations and thirty-eight Congresses, had q
never questioned, but invariably concurred in that a

ruling of the framers of the constitution. J'
The audience, Senators and all, became deeply In- tj

terested at tills particular time, imd followed the n

speaker eagerly through his splendid charge along J®
the whole line of the eleven articles. The peroration, Ci
however, v. as, as It should be, the climax of this ad- tl
dress, and is said to be the most eloquent and best ^
sustained eifort that has been heard in the Senate ni
since the palmy days of oratory in this republic. A in
general silence prevailed, and as the speaker, ?
With Impressive earnestness, depleted the mis- rs
©ries which have ever followed violent mea- at
fin res conceived in party Bplrlt and carried
out in defiance of law and Justice there was pro- ^
found attention exhibited by every single hearer. c<

When lie concluded Mr. Groesbeck was the recipient
of congratulations, tlrst from the Chief Justice and c,
then from the leading Senators on both Bides of the w

chamber.
With the approximation of the termination of the 0l

impeachment trial the speculations as to the result vl
assume a more earnest phase. Upon the hypothesis ®

that conviction Is sure to oe the result when the time te
comes expectations run high. Some of the most t!
anxious of tlie radicals seem to be In a state of great JJ]
mental perplexity and uncertainty. One of these, c<
who gave vent to Ir s feelings, was heard to say todaythat this Congress would have to vote again for J,'(
the impeachment of Andrew Johnson.meaning that pi
lie would override the present efforts of the Managers pi
to make out a case. In response to this remark sev- JJj
vcral members replied that if this trial did not sue- C1
ce rt they would see the party ruined »>efore they
would vote a^ain for any such measure.
The strongest kind of pressure is still being Cr

brought to hear in order to assure success, as the P(
radicals see In defeat nothing but an almost hopeless jj'
cause. John Covode, of Pennsylvania, to-day re- hi
celved a private letter from Governor Brownlow, of ot
Tennessee, in which the expected vote of Senator
Fowler in favor <»f the acquittal was treated In no pi
courtly terms. Tne radicals of Tennessee appear to te

be in a high state of excitement, and it is said if *

their Senator does not support them some high- t><
banded measures will be resorted to. According to th
Governor Brownlow, when Senator Fowler received
Ms appointment to the Senate he gave strong pledges he
of support to the radical cause, and especially It Is In
asserted lie promised to vote for and In every manner ^
within his control to aid Impeachment. If he does T1
not hold to his promises he Is threatened with polltl- en

. . . . . m
cai ouunwry ann oiner inconveniences, wnicn, u is ^
asserted, will render Tertnessee anything but a deal- }.h
ralile abode for tiim in the future. a<l
A Washington despatch to the firming Trl*jram

gays an effort »w made in the Senate to-day to get th
lid of Mr. Edmunds' proposition of allowing official si:

reporters to be present and report the debates at the
final consultation on the question of guilty or not rl|
guilty. Mr. Edmnnds moved to postpone the lei
matter until Monday. Several of the radical Senators [®
were on their feet at once, but Mr. Drake, getting th
the attention of the presiding officer, moved to post- th
pone it ludetinltely, but the motion was lost by a de- !j-\'
elded majority. As there are several Important es

questions not Immediately related to impeachment, to
there will no doubt lie a strong effort made to defeat JJ,
It. Ttie Wade men look upon It as an attempt upon th
the part of the Wiisou and Colfax factions to post- to

pone a decision of the impeachment until after the j*,
meeting of the Chicago Convention. It is noticeable ca
that ou the vote on Mr. Drake's motion all the Sen- kl
»tors known to be unfavorable to Tliad Stevens'
nomination to the Vice Presidency voted against th
Indefinite postponement, while those who favor his "

.. tr ,u~ .-jto
tiiuiiin iuicu mi ii. it uic vine lu-uuv mu; lie ^
UKon us a teat there seems little doubt or Its final sli
adoption. sh
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After the openlntr of the court the Chief Jnstice by

t»t«ui thai the first business in onler wan the order
*"

olTered l>y Senator Kdmunds yesterday to admit the of
official reporters to report the proceedings on the ra'
anal question.
Senator Edmunds, at the suggestion. he said, of th<

«everal Senators, moved to postpone the conxidera- ,l"

Uon of the order until Monday. ,h(
Senator Drake.I move that the order t>e Indefl- da

rjitely postponed. and on that I call the yeas and
*ay«- ml
Senator Edmcnp*.Mr. President, so do I. i*e

The motion or Mr. Drake wan voted down by the JJJJollowlng vote:. .iT
Ybah.Meslrn. Cameron, Chandler, Cnnkllng, Cor- dn

>rtt, Drake, Kerry. Harlan. Howard, Morrill of Me, ap
«f< rr.ll of Vt. Morion, Nye, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Ross, ha
4te«t,r>. nuiotier. Thayer, Tipton nnd Yates.!i0. dn
Nay*-- :cnator» Anthony, Buckalew, Cragln, Davis, no

)i\oti. I little. Edmunds, Ke«senden. Fowler, Kre- he
in>;i >:1 ii. oriuies, Henderson, Henilrlrks. Howe, »ei
o:.i." i. M ' icery. Morgan, Nor;« n, Patterson of ln<
nn.. xiiilt-buiy, Sherman, Tminbu I, Van Winkle, in<

ii ker<, Wiliey, Williams and Wilson.21. du
The motion to postpone to Monday was agreed to. P°f
Mr. srmseft ofltered the following order:. thi
orde:ed. that the Senate, sitting for the trial of An- (ici
rr v. .11 ii in. President or the United States, will pro- «lei

. Vi't( on tin'several articles of Impeachment kir
o' in k on the day after the c.ose of the sit

ryument. L"'
'senator .I<iii>son objected, and It was laid over.

si mnf*.I send to the chair two addition- t<.,
in ( <. tin' ilrst of whifh Is derived from the prac- po
i oi tii# senate on the trials of Judge Chase and

:,,\'e Perk. Tiiey were read, as follows:.(|lt
Kn > u In taking the votes of the senate on the h;i|
nn.hn ol juii-tiiv-huwDt the presiding vBKit »uu ilr

f

NKW
:all cath Senator by hia name, and upon «irn artielr

ii»c foWowtntr (ju^tion in the nmrut r fo lowup:."Mr.How nay r ' 1h the re«>o!>dei!t
rutllv or nor RoJity a* « !: irrT»d in tne r»rt. <m f i n>ciutiiucnt?"Whereop<*n each f*en-tor shall rise in
UH place and answer "ftflitty" c r "Not fut»t.T."
Ki'i.k 'j4. On a conviction by fii" Pen:' p. it shall
* the duty of the pr'-Hid'n'; o'iir< r ffcrMrtth K proiouuvuthe removal from ofliee of :!» *->-tiv'cto*1 r- rion.acc^rtHnj to the requirement of u-<>< n«-:»?i=r on,
itid any further judgment snail be on tiie er of
tie benate.
Heuator JouxtoN again objected .aid tl.c rules went

»ver. ,

The Chief Jusnca then notified thecouuscl for ihe
Teuident to proceed with the argument.

Artcninent of Mr. <»roenbeck.
Mb. Gkoksbbck.Mr. Chief Justice and Senatorsamsorry that 1 am uot ao well to-day tu* I should

ike to be; but I know the desire of the Senate to
;cton with tliis argument, aud 1 have therefore preerredto coine here tliia morning and attempt to
iresent an outllLe at least of the views l nave
it mini ui iuc rt-b^uiiutiu ui hub case. Since Ine
iriranl/.ation of our government we have had live
rials of impeachment. One of a Senator and four of
udges, who have held their office by appointment,
md for a tenure during life and good behavior. It
ias not been the practice, nor is it the ,wL«e policy of

republic or a republican government to
.vail Itself of the remedy of impeachment
or the regulation of all elective otlicers.
mpeachment waa not invented for that
mrpoee, but rather to lay hold of offices that were
leld by inheritance and for life, and the true policy
if a republican government, according to my appreicnslon,is to leave these matters to the people,
'hey are the great and supreme tribunal to lay just
uch questions, and they assemble statedly for that
mrpose, with the single object of deciding whether an
ifficer shall be continued or whether he shall be reoovedfrom office. I may be allowed, Senators, to
xpress my surprise that such a case as this is i>cfore
rou; but it is here, and it must be tried; and thereoreI proceed, as I promised at tli« outset, to say
rhat I may be able to Bay on behalf of the respondnt.Mr. Groesbeck then proceeded to conklerthe question whether or not the Senate
i now sitting as a court, and said he
eould not discuss it in the light of
IngliBh precedents, but with reference to our own
oustitution, which countenanced neither "bills atainder"nor irresponsible tribunals to be laws unto
hemselves. He first called attention to the fact that
lie provisions of the constitution as first drafted
ontemplated Impeachment for malpractice and negectof duty In office, but those adopted permit it
inly for treason, bribery and similar high crimes and
nisdemeanors. He then challenged the proof to
how that during any of the trials that form our preedentsthe idea that the Senate was not a court had
ver been advanced. He read from the records of
ach of them language In which the Senate on all
hose occasions styled Itself "the court." He also
uoted Story and other authorities to show the judilalcharacter of the Senate and the qualificationshflv mil at. hrinor tn tho rilunhnraw nf t-hnir nKll.

attons. Continuing, Mr. Groesbeck said:.We
re, then, Senators in a court What are
ou to try ? You are to try the charges
ontalnert In these articles or impeachment, and
othlng else. On what are you to try them f Not on
ommon fame; not on presumption of guilt; not on
ny views of party politics. You are to try them on
He evidence offered here and on nothing else, by
le obligations of your oaths. What is the Issue
eforeyou, Senators? Allow me to say It Is not a
uestion whether this or that thing was done; you
re not here to try a mere Issue of fact. Hy the very
srms of the constitution you can only try. In this
lbunal, crime.let m« repeat, the jurisdiction.
'eason, bribery, or other lugh crimes or mlsdeleanors.Tl»e jurisdiction is comprised within that
iQguage. The only issue which this court can try
the issue of crln.e. What is crime? In every

-lme there must be an unlawful purpose or intenon.When this Is wanting there can be no crime,
here mist be an unlawful purpose prompting Its
jinmisifon; otherwise there can be no crime. Let

Illustrate:.Suppose a crazy man should break
ito this chamber and kill one of us; he has commlt4the act of homicide, but he has not committed
crime. Suppose the President should become deinged,and while in that condition attenrot to bribe
id to break law upon law, you have no jurisdiction
try him on Impeachment. Let me put another

ise that Is not supposition:.:4i. Lincoln claimed
id exercised the power to organise military
tmmlsaions under which to arrest and imprison
tlzens within the loval St&tes He had no
:t of Congress warranting it, and the Supreme
jurt of the United States has declared lat the act
as agalnsi the express provisions of the constltu011.Suppose he did violate the uxpr^jw provisions
the constitution; then, according to the argument
the Managers, he might be impcaci ed and concted.I beg to read from the argu.nent. of one of

ic Manairi rs oathat subject. The bou -able Mana3rwho addressed us day before yesicr.»ay referred
the motives of the President, and oeclared that

ip nof.wjnrv of tho law ia that Ha

nrtcr the inlu»riee of hail motives; whereby the
entleman peems to acknowledge that tn order to
institute a crime there must be a motive; there can
3 no crime without a motive. Hut, now, when the
resident comes forward and offers to prove his
}od motive, you will not allow hitn to make that
roof; when he comes forward aud offers to
rove this from his warm and living heart,
le answer is, "We make up the motives out
the presumptions of the law;" and you conudeon that point. "We will not tiear you; you

ust be silent." Now, Senators, the Jurisdiction of
its isMiy is to try crime. There is no crime wit hout
ilawful intention and purpose. You cannot get a
line without showing the unlawful Intent or pur>sebehind the act itself. Wh.-.t is your veruictf
i>t that the President did this or that act; that is not
But was he guilty of a iigli misdemeanor, it being

s purpose to commit it? With these preliminaryjservations I propose to proceed to a brief exauditIon of the case presented. You are now all of
>u familiar with the argument* which have tieen
esented thus far in this case, and 1 need not atmptto go over them. I have this to say, aud you
ill all concur with me, that the first eipht articles
e built upon two acts of the President.the one
ing the removal of Edwin M. Stanton, the other
ie letter of authority given to Lorenzo Thomas,
iw, if you will take those eight artitles and notice
e substantial arguments around which they are
mud, with all their associations of good or bad
tent, and all their averments of every kind, you
ill And that there are but these two acts.the reovalof Stanton and the letter of authority to
lomas; so that we have only to Inquire In refericeto these two acts In order to ascertain the
erlts of this case. If the President of the United
ates had the right to remove Edwin M. Stautou,
en these eight articles are without support. If, in
Iditlon to that, he had the right to give the letter
authority to Lorenzo Thomas, these articles fall
ruin. Now, there are no Senators who have studied
Is case who will not see the application of this
itement at once; and It relieves us from the uecesyof going over article by article, step by step, in
ir progress. Give me those two propositions.the
iht to remove Stanton and the right to issue the
iter of authority to Thomas, and the articles
II instantly. There Is nothing left of them; so
at we have, in asking your cousideration of
ese articles, but two inquiries to make.had
e President the right to remove Mr. Stanton, and

"* Ifiuv ll.V IV.n.. VM UlUUlltj HI
lomiw. I propose now, as well as I am ai>le, to
;amlne this question. Had the President the right
remove Belwin M. Stanton T I propose to examine
at question Urst in connection with the act refutingthe tenure of civil ofllcefl. It it* claimed on
e one side that, by the action of this law, Mr. stannwas withdrawn from his previous position and
covered and protected here. It is claimed upon
e other siqe that the law does not apply to his
pe at all. I think it will rewliiy he aclowledgedby Senators that the President
id the right to remove him. Allow me

call your attention to one section of
is law in which the question seems to be Involved,
provides "that every person holding any civil office
which he has l>ccn appointed by and with the advice

id consent of the Senate, and every person who
all hereafter i»e appointed to any such office, and
all become duly qualified to act therein," as entl

dto hold such otllce, "until Ills successor shall
appointed and duly qualified, except as herein
herwlse provided. Provided, That the Secretary
State, the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary
War, the Secretary of the Xavy. the Secretary
the Interior, the Postmaster General and the Atrney(ieneral shall hold their offices respectively
r and during the term of the President

whom they may hate been appointed,
id for one month thereafter, subject to repvalby and with the advice and consent
the Senate." Now, gentlemen, let me stale a few
rts before we proceed to the consideration of this
t. The first fact Is, the act was so passed on the
of March, 1867. I further call your attention to
e fact that Mr. Stanton's commission is dated on
e 15th of January, is«2. It is a commission given
him by President Lincoln, bv which he Is to hold
p office of Secretary for the Department of War
ring the pleasure of the President for the time
Ing. Mr. Johnson became President ou the l&th
y of April, lvtfi. He has not In any manner comssioncdMr. Stanton. Now, upon these facts,
nators, I claim that it is clear that Mr. Stanton is
t protected by this Civil Tenure act. Let us lnIre.The law proposes to grant to the Cabinet
leers, as they are called, a Term th»t shall last n
ring the term of the President by whom they are «1
pointed and one month thereafter. Mr. Johnson qs not appointed Mr. Stanton. He was appointed /
Hud 'lit um term ill nr. MllC'iui. lie »!« not Bp- S
mtcd at all during tlio term of President Johnson: I
holds his office by a commission, If at all, thai would c
id hitn through administration ufteradmlnistratlon a
lellnltely, or until his removal. Now what In the <1
atilng of this language."He shall hold hi* office c
ring 'he term of the President by whom lie la ap- u
Inted?'' He was not appointed during the present t
in. I think that Is plain. It doe* seem to me that fa
it simple statement settles this question. The o
ntlcman has said, this Is Mr. Lincoln's term. The t
iid has ownership In no office or estate of any *
id. Mr. Johnson Is the President of the I'nlted *
ites with a term, and thia Is his terra: but If Mr. d
icoln were living to-day, If Mr. Lincoln wan Presl- s
Dt to-day, he could remove Mr. Stanton. Mr. tl
ii oln would not have appointed him during this tl
in. It was last term that Mr. Htanton was ap- a
inted, and not this; and an appointment by the 8
psldent during one term by the operation of this a
r will not extend the term of one President tl
ough that of another, because that same person I.
ppened to be reelected to the Presidency. *

Htanton holds die office therefore 3
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nnd^r t!.p omnibmon jrlven him. and
noi under the law. Hut, Son torn, hi* bnnr* of
oitlee cannot toe cUau^cu or < xt*:i..iiad from tun oominssidii t<> the law. What in t!.c pr«,s|»''Hiiion «»f tliln
lav/T Mr. Stanton held hiso tire itnrinrr tho pleasure
of the President for time heinir. This law nrono«««i
t/i irtve him a teriu of four .vt'iiia and one iiioutii
th'>roa"te". Bv what .mthorlty onn the Congr a 'if
tlio Pnlte 1 State- extend the term In this m:,niterf
An o:iicc can only he held l>y the appointment of the
rnvuleu!. Him uominaUoii and Ins appointment
must cover the whole term which the appointee
«' iras. !n any other theory the Congress of'he
I'Bitcd States miftit extend the oillce of the
persnnn aopointed indefinitely, through year*
and years, and thus defeat the constitutional
provision that the President shall nominate
iind shall appoint for office for the whole
term for which he wan appointed. Thus, practically,Senators, it appears that the law cannot
i>e imtde 10 apply to anv offices which wore occupied
at the time or its passatre. Tuko the ciiae of an officerwho holda his commission at the pleasure of the
President. What 1* the character of that «*'iure?
It is no tenure known to the law; it Is a tenure of
at sufferance, nt will. To convert that Into a tenure
for a fixed period is to enlarjre it. to extend it, to increaseit, to make it of larger estate than it was before.And if the omee foe one that cannot be tilled
without a Presidential nomination and appointment,
it seems to me that whatever may he the office it
cannot be extended and controlled In this way. This
appears to be the cou'structlon of the act of March 2,
1867. But I am compelled to leave it with a brief
examination. Mr. Stanton is. In my opinion, not
where he was before its passage. It is further to be
shown that the act of March -2, 1867, has no repeatingclause. We are therefore remitted to the
previous laws applicable to this case, to those
averments of the constitution ami the act of 1780.
By the provisions of this law it is provided among
other things that there shall be an executive department.denominated the Department of War. and that
there shall be a principal oftlcer therein to be called
the Secretary for the Department of War, who shall
perform and execute such duties as shall from time
to time be eujolned upon hint, and who shall conduct
the business of such department In such manner as
the President of the United States shall from time to
time order and Instruct; and there shall be in the
said department an Inferior officer, to be appointed
by said principal officer, to be employed therein as
he shall deem proper, to be called the Chief Clerk of
the Department of War. But whenever the said
principal officer shall be removed from
ottlce by the President of the United States,
or In any other case of vacancy, he shall
have charge of the recoifls, books, Ac. That Is the
law to which we are referred, unless the act regular
ing the tenure of civil offices covers the case of Mr.
Stanton. By the terms of that law, by the commissionthat was Issued to Mr. Stanton to run daring the
pleasure of the President for the time being, framed
upon this law, the President had the right to remove
Mr. Stanton according to his pleasure.
At this point the attempt or the counsel to speak

was with so much apparent effort that Senator Kessendenproposed that the counsel should have permissionto suspend tils argument for the present, or
until after another argument has been presented on
the part of the Managers.
Mr. Gkoesubck returned his thanks to the Senator

ftftl* Ma Irin.tlif Onn./»..n»in u..» ..I * 1 ».
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very thankful for the attention of the Senate to what
he might say in the condition of voice in which be
found himseir, he thought he would prefer to go on
with liia argument to Vta conclusion. He then continued.Weare told. Senators, by the gentlemen who
argued this case that there has been no such case as
the removal of the head of a department without the
co-operation of the Senate, and that this construction,which we claim as applicable to this law, does
not apply. Let me call your attention to the documentsas found on pages 367 to 359 of these proceedings.I refer to the letters of John Adams, written
under one of the extreme laws that were passed by
the First Congress under the constitution. 1 give
you the letter of the 12th of May, 1800, which Is as
follows:.
Sir.Direr* causes and consideration* essential to the administrationof the government, in mj Judgment, requiring a

change In the Department of State, vou are hereby dischargedfrom any further service as Secretary of Slate.
JOHN ADAMS, President of this L'uited States.

To Timotht Pigkrbino.
That was the act of John Adams, by whose casting

vote in the Senate this bill was passed. Thut act was
done according to the construction that was given
to the bill, and as an act or outright removal, during
the session of the Senate, without the co-operation
of the Senate. The act Is done lu May. The letter Is
addressed to the Secretary In his office declaring him
removed, and when Mr. Adams comes to send his
nomination of successor, he nominates John
Marshall, not in place of Mr. Ilckertng to lie
removed with their assent, but In place of
Mr. l'lckerlng removed "by my will or In accordance
with the law as now existing." Why, Senators,
there is no doubt about It. If John Adams, who
passed this law In the Senate by his casting vote, hail
had the least Idea that the power of removal was not,
as decided to be In the law, in his own hands, do the
gentlemen suppose that he would have taken the
course that he did.that he womu not have taken
some such course as this:."Senators, I propose for
your consideration the removal of Mr. PlckerlngT"
That was not his construction of that law. His aet
Is the true construction, according to his own Interpretationand according to the interpretation given
from that day to this, down to the art of March £,
1807. Done while the Senate was in session; done by
himself, without consultation with or the co-operatlonof the Senate. And that was the form Which he

wi(»i>iv<i wueu in; am remove nun, as n dlsnnot
and Independent act, and which Iihh been
adopted from that day to thin. While upon this
subject let me call your attention, Senators, to the
tuinfl Of John Marshall, In the cnsc of Murbury
vs. Madison. He was discussing the question of
when an appointment was made or when It wan complete,so that it was withdrawn from the control of
the President. He held that it was complete when
the commission was made out. Ilut in the course of
the discussion he goes on to say:." When the officer
Is removable by the President, at the will of the Executive,"Ac. So it has always been understood.
' Removable by the President." That is the language,
so the commission ran, "removable at the pleasure
of the President for the time being." W'henf In
session? At hi* pleasure? The terms, "In session," "at
his pleasure," are the language of the commission,
and the authority that controls the commission and
the law. So It has always been construed. Now, Senators,if I am right In the view I have here briefly
taken Mr. Stanton was not covered by the law. and
was subject to removal under the commission which
he received from Mr. Lincoln and under the law of
17K9. I beg you to observe that that law is in full
force. There Is no attempt to repeal It in the act of
Miroll 2, 18»',7. That act, in fact, has no repealing
clause. What thenf What becomes of the Ilrst
eight articles of this case? Let us stand at this
point for a moment. It is an excellent point of
observation from which to look at these acts. We
have removed one difficulty.we jiave ascertained
one lact. Then Mr. Stanton can be removed by the
President. I should like to linger longer on this
question, and if 1 had voice sufficient I should like
to call your attention to some other points. I should
like to read the language of one of your Senators,
especially the pertinent language of the Senator on
the committee that reported this bill. I should like to
read the language which was the lout utterance In
this chamber before the bill was passed; but I pass
on, and ask you, Senators, to pause here a moment
at this point of olmervatlon and look over this case.
We have borne down the main structure of this great
argument. Take out the single questiou of the power
of removal of Mr. Stanton from these eight articles
and thev are without support, and all you have left
to consider Is the siuglc question of the right to conferthe letter of authority upon Loren/.o Thomas.
Why, senators, we shall see more than that If this be
so. All through these questions, which have occupied
so much of the attention of the court, vanish out of
sight, for if we nad this power we had the right to
remove, and we were not bound to come to court
in ascertain iniu inn. r»enaiors, allow me
to ask you to consider one other question:
Suppose Mr. Stanton In within the Tenure of
Offloe art, wliat then? The question then
come* for your consideration whether the
President Is criminal In acting upon the supposition
that he was not within the actv Now, thin Inquiry
Iocs not challenge the constitutlonalitv of ttielaw;
It la a question of Interpretation or construction of a
loubtral law. la there a Senator in this ehatnber
who will not admit, whatever his view may l»c upon
this Hubert, that it wan not a law upon which anronr
might not adopt this construction f Why, I be'llevo
thai a majority of the Senators In this cliamber are'
jf the opinion that it does not apply to the case of
VIr. Stanton, and even If they did think that It does,
there would l»e a very small majority certainly who
would say then; was not room for doubt as to the
'onstitutlonallly of the law. Let me then refer
rou to the ait creating the office of Atornev<»eneral. "There shall also l*> a
person, learned In the law, appointed Attorney
teneral of the United states, who shall N- sworn,
nid whose duty shall l»e to prosecute all suits in
he Supreme Court of the United States In which the
Jnlted Status shall he concerned, and to give his
tdvlce and opinion upon questions of law when reinlredby the President or the Cnlted states." |
teed not read further. Here was a law, construe
t as you will In reference to the question, of the
>peration of which there might tie a difference of
ipinlon. No Senator will differ as to the fact that It
nlffht be Interpreted as not covering Mr. Stanton's
ase bv Its provisions. Now, suppose the President
if the united States, upon consultation, did construe
he law in that way, Is there a senator In this rham>erwho will say that there wa« anv blame to attach
o him on account of such Interpretation* lam
issumlng, Uten, tnat this law was a law of doubttilconstruction, as It Is, and if the President
ivalltd himself of bis Cabinet officer, who Is
lesignated to do this sneclnl duty, then he is ac-

iiiiivu'ii mic giraiHo vi nmuiij uianuK^ipi '~iuig ii, ^
knd now, what In the teatlmony on that subject? It t
hows that consultations were hold between the (

resident and hi* Cabinet, not Idle consultations, hut i

onsultatlons fur the purpoae of deeldlnir upon the l

:re;U and Important question*. and which. If yon uo- <1
lertake to Investigate the queationa of motive, rou c

annot pans by. It appear* that thin sublect came I

p for consideration, and It w«n taken for grant/Hi a

hat these Cabinet otTlcera, wno have been appointe<l i

y Mr. Mncoln, were not affected by the provlslona t
f the Tenure of Office act. I do no remember that Ii
he point waa ttiua stated, but. I recollect that It g
raa suggested by one memi>er of the Cabinet t
rho waa appointed by Mr. Lincoln, and that no o

Issent was expressed. The Attorney General -Mr. a

tanbery.waa there, the entire Cabinet waa C
lere, and this subject was considered and t
hi* rerr queation of construction came up, c

lid the opinion waa expressed that he (Mr. tl
tanton) waa not Included In the provlslona of the a

ct. He considered tlila the moat Important point In «

fie case; hut should thla view not lie correct and the tl
»w did apply U» Mr. Htanton, the next Inquiry waa q
rheihor the conduct of the I'realdcnt In removing Mr. (i
tnuton wu criminal. senators had participated aa p

i f' y t »
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letrislatorn iu tlif pawa-*'' of this verv ;. V aid hnd
aOirtnAd flx fvoti iiiui ji iiuy. In tue nut r; 8?
ooadi.jon *i thin 'use Lite hJirsiatu'Ti of tlic vrv la
in hecium* the ,tiKiir»'S Kinl thetvor: lie
miMti not be understood ns arg i;n;r the point
with n view to I'.tuui-.'" Uiclr c ' as
of to s!«|>w ttvt the taw was :;r«< .nstni.' iai.
Tti.it wjv not Ii:s ob'cet; it was to present the iupiiry
whether ill the « 'ir.dltion of th'j question r.m: 'i 'i
condition or the President he mid a right to laKe tiie
steps lie dkl take without incurring the cimi-jic ol
criminality. Our government is eonmn^eil of three
departments. Power has been distributed among
them and thev are each lMk>i>endent of the o'her.
No «>ue is res(H)nsibie ti» the other: thev itre responsibleto the people, ami iliev are enjoined each to ta.<e
care of its own prerogative and to protect Itself
walnut all possible encroachments from the
othor. This they do, each and every departinent,by observing with the utmost fidelitythe instructions of the written constitution.At the head of one of these departments,
the executive, stands the President of the United
States. He ts sworn by an oath.the most solemn
obligation that could be administered.faithfully to
execute the office of President, and to preserve, protectand defend the constitution. It is not an
oath merely to execute the laws, but also
to the best of his ability to preserve, piotect and defendthe constitution. It would seem thut such an
oath would Impress him with the idea that the first
and paramount duty of the Executive was to act accordingto the terms of the constitution, and that in
all trials and doubts he should take shelter under it.
The learned Managers contended that the President
should simply execute the laws passed by Congress,
and no more. That is not the interpretation that
should be given to the language of the constitution.
He is the Chief Magistrate of the nation and in
charge of one of the great departments of the government,and mast maintain the powers conferred by
the constitution on that department. But shall he
disregard a law? Never. He should never,
In mere wantonness, disregard any act of
Congress In any manner. Shall he execute
all laws ? He took issue with the learned Manager on
this jM>lnt in totn wlo. Accordlug to the theory of
the Managers, the President should be convicted of a
crime even though tho law was not constitutional.
He denied this. If a law be declared by the Supreme
Court, the third department of the government, and
by the very terms of the constitution itself, tho
highest and final arbiter of the coustltutlonalltles of
Congressional enactments.if that court should declarea law to be unconstitutional, the President
would be false to his oath of offlce if ho should
execute that law. He would tell the gentleman, In
answer to his long argument, that if a law be unconstitutionalIt Is no law. It never was a law
and nevM" a particle of validity,
although it might be in the form of a
Congressional enactment. From the beginning (ab
initio) it is no law, and is void, and to execute It is
a violation of the constitution; therefore he should
uut eAroutc nutii a i»y». »* <» i»v* uv, * "

very face, In blank contradiction to the plainly expressedprovisions of the constitution, as, for instance,a law declaring that the President should not
be Commander-in-Chief of the army and navy, or
declaring that he had no power to make treaties, the
President should, without going to the Supreme
Court, maintain the integrity or his department,
which, for the time being, is entrusted to him, and Is
bound to execute no such law. He would be untrue
to his high official position If he should execute that
law. But the dlfflculty was not here. The difficulty
arises in doubtful cases.In cases which are not
plainly stated In the constitution.and this was the
question of Inquiry in he present, case. The law of
interpretation to be observed iu doubtful cases was a
point to which he called the attention of the Senate.
He would not question the constitutionality of the
Tenure of Office act. He did not challenge its constitutionalityhere, because the Senate had affirmed
it. He would, therefore, simply read a few opinions
of the Supreme Court and quote from other standard
authorities In regard to this question. The counsel
here read at length several decisions on this
point and then proceeded with the argument.
Now, Senators, I have called your attention to
the decision of the question by the courte. I have
given you the utterance from the bench; 1 have given
you the opinions of Marshall ami of Kent. Now let
me refer you to the Executive Department. From
the beginning of the government down to March 2,
1867, It has been the uniform construction and practiceof every administration that it had the power of
removal. -Washington approved of the bill. Adams
voted for it Jefferson maintained it Madison drew
It. Monroe and Jackson maintained the same constructionof It Every President, Including President
Lincoln, through all our history of eightv years and
of tweuty administrations maintained this constructionon the question of where the power of removal Is
lodged. The' judicial department has concurred
In the construction that the power of removal Is
lodged by th# constitution in tho President. The
Executive Department, from Washington down
through all the Presidents. has acted on this constructionand affirmed this practice. Washington
called the attention of the first. Congress to the fact
that the executive departments under the old con-
icueraiioir nun cenea w vxisi, mm mui n wun ubccKnaryto otv.ntee new corresponding ones under
the new ®>vertnnent; and he suggested that before
Congress legislated on the subject It should In debate
fix tne principles and determine the numl>er or departmentsnecexsary. Congress at once entered on
the subject, and agreed to establish three departments.

V. this point of the argument thec&urt, at a qnartcr-pasltwo, took a recess for a quarter of an hour.
On reassembling at 2:50 Mr. Groksbkck resumed

his argument, maintaining that the debates In CongressIn 17*9 proved the correctness of the President'sconstruction lows then passed. He then
cited acts OH of the Post Office Department and
those of as and 40 creating the Navy, Post, ottlce and
Interior Departments, all assuming or affirming the
right of removal by the President us set forth In the
acts of 17*9. Against all this preponderance of constructionand precedent there wus opposed only the
act of 1S07, and Mr. Groesbeck claimed there was
truly ground for doubt and hesitation on the part of
the President sufficient to Induce him to resist It,
with a view or having the matter determined
by the Supreme Court. He asked If the Presidentwas to lie convicted and deposed because he
had acted on the Interpretations sanctioned bv his
constitutional advisers by the Thirty-eighth Congress
and the Supreme Court, nnd the uniform practice of
the government, describing i he character of I he relationsbetween the President and Stanton. Mr.
Groesbeck Insisted It was shown by the testimony of
General Sherman and others that the President acted
in the public Interest In removing him. lie also
claimed that the President had prepared a ?w> warranto,and gladly availed himself of the proceedings
brought against Mr. Thomas, In order to anticipate
the slow proceedings he most otherwise have
adopted to securc the decision of the court.
Referring to the charge of evil intention In
removing Stanton, Mr. (Jroesbeck said:.What had
the ITesldent done In the first placer lie had selected
General Crant, a man whom the count delighted
to honor. In whom It had the utmost confidence, and
for whom, probably, the honorable Manager (Mr.
Butler) Inteuded to express still greater confidence.
The President had selected such a man, and yet this
was to be regarded as a mischievous transaction.
What next did the President do? The very next
atep that the President took was not to get a dangerousman.not to get a man In whom the
Senate had no confidence; but the next man to
wnom ne uncivil mr pntic was ucncrai »nerman.Would any one charm wlckednea* on
tnat high ofllcer? Hut General Sherman would not
take the office. To whom did the President next
ofTditf To Major (ieneral George H. Thom&a. It
neemed that the 1'realdent had picked out the three
men of all other* In the nation who oould command
the reaped and confidence of the nation In reference
to the proposal which he had In view In the
matter. )ou cannot, continued Mr. Groeabeck,
make out crime of this, Senator*. The I'realdcnt
had one purpose In view, and that wan to
change the head of the War Department, and
It would have delighted him to make the change
and to have put there permanently any competentm in urn! thus to get rid of the
then condition of hi* Cabinet. What then, gentlemen?He executed thla law In other respect*. lie
changed the form* of hla commissions; he reported
suspension* under this law, and, Menators, it ia one
of the strongest facta In thla c.aac. He did not take '
up thla law and tear It to piecea; he did not take tip
thla luw and trample It under foot; he tried to obey
It without the aurrender of hla own convlctlona. it
la said that under the suspenalon of Mr. Stanton he
acted under vour law. I cannot adluat to your law,
ami loatead of seizing upon that aa a aubject of cen- '
sure, I tell you It wan an overture from the Preal- 1
dent to «et out of thla diniculty and to con- t
dilate you. Take that auapenalon; take the <

act; In the very letter of the message of J
suspension he tell* voti "my Cabinet, and Mr. Stan- <

ton the inoat emphatic of all, believe thia law la un- '
constitutional." Mr. Stanton waa the one that waa '
selected to draw up theae objectiona. Hut the I'reai- '
dent tella yon In that act of auapenalon what hla <
viewa were about the law. He goes on and tella you »
further. In that very message:."Wo had thia matter «

up In Cabinet meeting, when the Secretaries aald It I
did not apply to hlrn or to any other of Mr. Llncoln'a c
Cabinet.'' All these opinions were In hla mind. He c

communicated them In the very meaaage 1
where you say he atirrendered himself to the c
term* of the Civil Office bill. He did all a
lhat. and It la to hi* credit that he haa not gone *

about everywhere violating the law, inatrnctlng Ita i
violation or forbidding It to be executed until it waa »
ucertained as to It* constitutionality in aome way or '
mother. Well, now. I have been sitting here listen- v

ing to the evidence presented In thia case for a long t
line and reading more or leaa ahout It, and I have b
jever been able to come to the conclusion that when C
ill theae matter* were plated before the Senate and b
inderatood they could convict the President of crlinl- *
lallty fordoing what was done. There la no force; o
Tiicre ir» It r itiicic in iic Iiiinur n nure IB ITIP lU* <51
ImldaMon» Nowher®. He tried to get It Into the o

that wc know. Mo did hlx bent to gel It there; a
mii aftc r a cum- by which he could have got H there. "I
Miere I* hli criminality t I» he criminal becauBc he o<
ltd not summler the conviction* of hla mind q1
in the conmitullouality, according to your ai
nterpretation, of the act of i»W7f Why, J"
o w»m (ieiieral W anlitncrton criminal; ao *»
ran Adam* criminal. All the precedent* nunraln hint, in
he whole history of the government is at Mm bark ra
n the poult Ion which tic ha* taken. How arc you f'i
:oing to try criminality upon thm single question of to
he constitutionality of the act of |s«7, having the <>l
pinion of on" Conare** at hi* back, the opinion or tli
lithe administration ami the opinion of theHupr.-me *
Vmrt, an far a* It I»et u* go tmck a moment p:
r> that brief examination which I made of the rijfht w
oiutractlon or the Civil office act, 1 told you then tn
tiat It Mr. Stanton were not included, the first eljrtit "f
rtldes of thin case substantially Ml; and eveh If It S«
rere Inelnded. and we were advised iu* we were, at
iiere could l>e no criminality In acting upon a ro
nest ion or law nniler the advice of the Attornev h«
eueral, who was oillc.ally designated for the very of
urpotK. of glviiiK no that advice. Ho that from that tr
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point of view ni t ride Mr Ktar.'on wan under tli* h
law and we ii.nl i o txcimc for what we <il i, tiien the
question is wi.ere in the condition or .iubiiu st:on li
was the power of removal lo.lfrrd. You m.iv have s
your own oiun on about the e<.u*titut.o:i.l; tv but ,v
iherc is a lorher qui 8.ion which l present, i. istids:. tl
It is a question ol construction. Will ymi e mdeinn -i
:ih criminal a President who stood on i ,t- a. i«» where v
every portion of t:.e government had been 11 ;> to that \
tiino? Now, gentlemen, to the next question about
he ail iutprim appointment, ami 1 beg you to oil- t
serve that if you should come to the t
conclusion that the President hail a ripht ii
to make an ad interim appointment, thea c
there is a great shipwreck in hit-', case. It nearly u
nil tumbles into ruin. I he? you again, when you t
come to examine these articles, to see iio<r many of l
them are built of the two facts, the removal of Mr. t
Stanton and the ad interim appointment of Mr. L
Thomas. He made the appointment, Senators, alter \
the act of February 13,17il5. Mr. Grueslieck read the s
law which authorises the President, in cose of a va- c
cauey in the otllces of Secretary of statu and of War, i:
to authorise a person to perforin the duties of such y
ottlce until a successor shall be appointed, lie then Ii
vwiiMuucii,. iuu «in uuat'i Tc tiiav aii *

ble conditions of the deuartmeut are ex- g
pressed under tlie single word "vacancy." tl
It covers the removal, tlie expiration of the term of w

office, resignation, absence, sicicness. every possible v
condition of the department In which it would be u
necessary, ail interim, to supply the place. That law n
wan passed on Feburary la, 1790. There has been tl
another uct passed partially covering the same w

ground, under date of February 'io, 1803. Now, doe* tt
this act repeal the act of February 13, 170df Allow ni
me to draw your attention to a few rules of interpre- w
tation of statutes before 1 compare them. First, tiie tl<
law does uut favor repeals by implication. Again, tt
if statutes are to be construed together the.v are cr
to Htand. Still another, a better statute in order ei
to repeal a former one must fully embrace the whole m
subject matter. Still again, to effect, an entire repeal of
of all the provisions of the previous statute the at
whole subject matter must be covered. Let me ilius- di
trate. Suppose, for Illustration, there was a statute II
extending rroin myself to yonder door; then if an- tii
other statute were passed which would reach half ih
way, it would repeal so much of the former statute di
as it would overlay aud leave the balance in force: tc
what lies lieyond is the legislative will ana c<
is just as binding as the original statute. Now we Is
VVMUV W O (yUUipaiiOV/ll Ul hkoo uiiviuim, 1 liu II
statute of February 20,1863, provides for tlio occasion h
of death, resignation, absence from the seal of gov- tc
eminent or Bicknew. There are two casts that are n
not provided for by this statute, and they are covered v
bv the statute of 1705.removal and expiration of d
term. So that we are advised by that simple state- a:
ment that the reach of the statute of 1796 was beyond tl
that of the statute of February, 1803, and so much of 0
It as lies beyousJ tl,e hitter statute Is still in force, si
With th&e rew ffcm&rks upon the repeal of statutes, I si
come to the consideration of the ad interihi letters, o
From the fonndatlon of the government, as you n

have been advised by my colleague, Mr. Curtis, o
and others, it has been the policy of the tl

fovernment to provide for filling offices ad p
ntrrim. They are not appointments. There a

la no commission under seal. It Is a mere letter of o:
appointment, and they are not considered as 1111lug w
the office. When Mr. was killed In 1844 an ad I
in'erlm appointment was made to supply the va- si
caucy occasioned by that accident, ana soon after- 11
wards the President nominated to the Senate Mr. n
Calhoun to fill the office permanently. That II- rt
lust lutes the condition of an ail iuterim in the office. ui
It has been the policy of the govornment from the be- J<
ginning thus to supply vacancies In the departments tl
from sickness, abscnce, resignation, or nny of these of
causes, and this occurs both when the Senate Is In ses- ai
sum and when It is In recess. The law of makes m
no difference; It may be at an.y time. Now, Senators, p;
1 will dismiss this part of the subject by calling your gi
attention to ad interim appointments, that were tti
made during the session, of lieads of departments, tc
In the first place I give you Mr. Nelson, who was ap- cc
pointed during the session of the Senate Secretary bo
of State; I give you General Scott, who was ap- m
pointed ad interim Secretary of War during the ses- cr
slon of the Senate; I give you Mr. Moses Kelly, who cc
was appointed ad interim djringtlie session of the Hi
Senate to the Department of the Interior; I give d<
you Mr. Holt, who was appointed ad interim dur- d<
lug the session of the Senate Secretary of cc
War; but I intend to linger a lit lie at the yi
case of Mr. Holt, which deserves especial tli
attention and consideration. Mr. Croesbci k read pi
from the passage of President Uuchauan on January ti,
1, 1861, in reply to a resolution of Inquiry by the w
Senate In regard to the appolntmeut of Mr. Holt to fl:
succeed John 1!. Floyd. He continued:.There was tl
a case where the Senate took the matter under con- n<
slderatlon and Inquired of the President what lie had CI
done, ami bv what authority he hud done it. Wliv r>
did you not report upou it r A full inquiry was made tl;
by the Senate into that ease of this ad interim, que*- D
tion, and Mr. Buchanan replied that hn had supplied pi
the vacancy by an ad Interim appointment under s<
the law of 1796. lie communicated that fact to Hie a
Senate. The Senate received thecommunication and n
were sa'lsfled that It watt rrs adjmlicata on his w
part. The Senate on that occasion investigated tl
thoroughly this identical question of ad interim o
appointment* during the session, received Mr. Iiu- p
chatian's reply tiiat he did It under the very law t!
under which we acted, and the Senate did not cen- c
sure that act, while they bring ns forward as a criint- p
nal and brand tiH with crime for ours. You cannot r
discriminate bet ween them. Both were done under I
the same law, both doue during the session. I shall a
glance now at the next article. I do not inteud to i
linger upon such charges as are contained In it. It
makes a great noise In the circles, but It is very hard n
to see through it. What is the proof to sustain this u
article? The President had an Interview with Gene- li
nil Kmory, and in the course of that interview g
General Emory informed him of the passage n
of a certain law; they had a conversation about (t, ai
and the President said in the course of that conversa- sj
tIon that the law was unconstitutional, lie did not hi
say auy thing more. And that is the enormous crime m
that Is committed under article nine. He said it was cc
unconstitutional. What about that? Is It not in th
evidence before you, uncontradicted, that the I"residenthad iwcn informed that there were unusual in
military movements going on in the city on the night n<
before, and Secretary Welles called on him to inform th
him or the fact 1 The President said he would in- lit
quire about it. He sent a note to General Kmory,
and General Kiuorv waited upon htm with the Information.That is all. 1§ that not an explanation of
why he sent to General Kmory 1 l)oes anybodr contradictitt No. The time, the occasion, everything
in the transaction adjusts itself to that explanation,and no other. Here was a President,
wuom you naa subordinated to an inferior.
I mean to the extent of requiring him to send order*
through an Inferior.groping In the dark, an It
were.called upon by one of his Cabinet to Inquire C<
about IL I now come to aricle ten. I Hhall leave lnthe elaborate discussion of this article to my colleague,but I wlnh to say a few words ubout it. I re- F*
fer you to the provisions of the constitution 'tearing fr
upon this subject, which denies to Congress the 12

power to deny freedom of speech. Are there any
limitations of this provision f Does this privilege
belong only to the private citizen t la It de- flnled to officers of the government? Cannot *P
the Executive discuss the measures of any depart- Bl
meniT May Congress set Itself up as the standard
ol good taste f Is it for Congress to prescribe the
rule for Presidential decorum f Will it not be quite ar
enough for Congress to preserve Its own dignity T 10
Can It prescrllje the forms of expression which may
be used and punish by Impeachment what Congress *°
cannot forbid in the form of a law? Hut f do not
propose to discuss It. ln 1798 some of the good peopieof the country had been operated upon verymuch as the House of Representatives were In this
Instance, and they took It Into their heads to make a
sedition law. It was very like article ten. I propose 1
to read it. Mr. Oroesbeck then read the law rei
punishing libelous publications or utterances against Tn
the ITeslilent or Congress by fine and Imprisonment, paiMr. Groesbeck resumed:.This Is the most offensive the
law that has ever been passed since the government am
was started. Ho obnoxious was it that the people Coi
would not rest under It, and they started, as It were, Coi
a hue and cry against every!**!* who was concerned Hai
In it, and they devoted a great many for theirconuoc- Yoi
tlon with this law to a political death. But It was a cor
food law compared with article ten. So unpopular inc
was it that since then no law punishing libel from Tut
that day to this has been enacted. It has been re- of I
served for the House of Representatives, through Its tal;
Managers, to renew this questionable proposition; pre
but I take It upon myself to suggest, before
we are condemned m a Court of Impeachment, ft
we shall have sonic law upon the subject. Mr. Qroes- cor
beck then read a burlesque law, with a number of res
preambles, which created considerable laughter,
lecortitn and to avoid the use of unintelligible wei
?hra*eH, such an calling Congress "a body hanging
in the verm- of the government," and recognizing T
:he right of Congress, especially the House of Repre- Sh<
tentatlves, to lay down rule* of decorum to be ob- rea
terved, punishing the President by fine and Imprls- a
inmcnt for any breach of such decorum. That, be
laid, Is article ten. (Laughter.) He then took up
irtlcle eleven, saying there was no testimony to supMirtIt except the telegram between Governor Parsons
»f Alabama and the President, dated on the 16tb day
»f January preceding the March In which tbe law
vas pamed. They had heard the magnificent oration T
ifoueof the Managers about lt,no Hounding and ...

ensatlonai.but would they uphold that article upon '

uch proof as that? He had now gone as lar a<i be Pr°
leed iro, since ho was to be followed by a gentleman an'
rho would take It step by step, article by article, am*
,ooking back over the case, he waa glad to say there Cor
rere no political questions Involved In It. The que*- ref<
Ions were:.Where Is the power of removal lodged Uu
y the court? Is that covered bv the Civil Tenure actf M
ould the President make an ad <n/er<m appointment? mai
id he do aar'bins mischievous In hi* Interview Mai
rlth General Emory? And then the nutter of freedom T
f speech, which he apprebended nobody would pa«
nrry on his back as a heavy load for the remainder Ti
r his life. Strliiped of all verbiage, that waa the at t<
ise upon which their Judgment waa asked. It
locked him to think It possible that the President
juld lw dragged from his high office on soch a
uestlon as whether lie could make an art interim i-.ppointuient for a single day. Waa this a matter v,istlf.vlng the disturbing of the quiet of the people,
inking their contldence in their President and drlv. Tl1
ig him from office? How meagre, he said, how In tl
meranic i* mm ease. ad na tnirrtin appointment nerh
ir a ulnifle day. an attempt to remove Kd win M. Wanm.whortooddeflantl/Md poisoned all thechauneli
intercom** wltli the President. I do not speak tenc<

ils In censure or Mr. Stanton, trot Wicti is the fact. tt10
have t>een referred to many precedent# tn the

».<«t history of England, hut these precedent* should n"<

to you. Henatom, not mutters Tor imitation, tiut wore
aeon llnhtH to warn yon from the dangerous rwk« (he l
i which they stand. What Is to be your Julionent,
natoraf Removal from office and perpetual dls- ,npiT

lallflcatton. If the President has done anything no o
r which he should he reruovtd from office from

should also he disqualified from holding catlt
lice hereafter. What Is his crime ? He of a
ied to pluck a thorn out of lib* nace

3
cart, for It hail become a thorn there and the Senate
ml fastened it there. What more had lie done? He
ad made .in ad interim appointment to last for a
iuiclf. <lav. You could have terminal! It whenever
on ;i\\ tit. Vou liad only to take up the noinlnalonwhich lie sent to theSeuate, and which was a
ood nomination, and the <vf fnt+rini would have
anish llii<e«moke. The tlifug tvan in your hands,
'on had only act on the nomination and the inatt*rwas settled. i'uai was- uo crime. I Cu.ii point you
u cus'h tliat have occurred.and I point, especially,
o that case of Kloyd's, when the Senate,
11 its legislative capacity, weighed :ne i)u stlon, deIdedupon it and heard the report of the i'lvsident,
ind received it ns satisfactory. For the purposes ol
hit) trial that ia m <injud/mta. What else did the
'resident do* He talked with an officer about the
aw. Tliut Is the "Kuiory article." What else did
le do? He made Intemperate speeches. "When re'iledhe should not have reviled a^aln." "When
mitten on the one cheek he should have turned the
ulier a!*o." Then he would have escaped impeachnent.liut, said the gentleman who addressed
ou the day before yesterday (Mr. Boutwell),
ie was eager for the paclllcation and to restore
he South. I deny It in ihe sen^e in which the
flntlftmnn if nt h«in<»rti.tmu..i ~; »

, ; - ^ MBviiiuuiBi. nuic, iuu,he President followed reason ami look the path in
rhicli were the footprints or Mr. Lincoln, and
rhlch was lightened by the radiance of that divine
iterance of Mr. Lincoln'*, "charity towards all,
lalice towards none." He wan eager for paciflcaon.He knew that the war was ended; the drums
ere ait silent; the arsenals were all shut; the noise of
to cannon had died away; the army was disbanded;
ot a single enemy confronted us in the Held, and he
as eager for pacification. The hand ot reeonciliaonwas stretched out to hiin and he took It. Was
lis kindness, this f< rfc.veness a crime * Kindness a
imef Kindness is omnipotent for good, more powTutthan gunpowder or cannon: kindness is statesanship;kindness is the liigh statesmanship
heaven itself. The murder of Sinai did but terrify

id distract, ft Is the kindness of calvary that subteaand pacifies. What shall I say of that man'
e has ever walked in the path and by the light of
te constitution. The mariner, tempest tossed on
10 seas. Is not more sure to turn to the stars for eviincethan the man In the trials of public life to look
> the star of the constitution. He does love the
institution. It has been the study of liis life. He
not learned or scholarly like uiaiiy of you. He is

ot a man of many ideas or much speculation, but
e is a man of intelligence. He is a patriot second
> no one of you In the ueasureof his patriotism. He
lay be full of errors. I will not canvass now his
lews. He loves his country and, I b lieve, would
ie for it If need be. His courage and Ids patriotism
re not without Illustration. My colleague referred
ie other day to the scene w hich occurred in this
hamber, when he alone, of all the Senators from Ins
Bctlon, remained, and even when his own state had
seeded. That is a trial which many of you by reason
f your locality and your life-long associations know
othiug. How his voice rang out In tins hall oh that
ccaslon, lu the hour of alarm, and i>i denunciation of
ie rebellion! But he did not remain here; this was a
leasant and easy position. He chose a more difficult
nd arduous and perilous scrvlce. That was a trial
f his courage and patriotism of whli h -otne o! you
ho now sit In judgment upon him know nothing,
have thought those who dwell ai the North, ui a
ife distance from the collision or war, knew but
ttle of its actual trying dangers. We who lived
pon the border knew it. Our horizon was always
id with Haine, and It was sometimes borne so ne.ir
3 that we felt upon the outstretched hand. Mr.
jlinson wont Into the very borders oi the war, and
icre he served his countrv long and well. Which
'

you has done more? Not one. There Is one
nong you whose service as l well know
innot be over-estimated, and I withdraw all com-

irison, but It. is enough to say that his services were
eatiy needed, and it seems hard, it. scents cruel,
iathb should he struck here upon these miserable
thnicalhles, or that anybody who has served his
luutry and borne himself well and bravely should
! treated as a criminal aud condemned upon these
iseruble charges. Even if he had committed a
ime against, the laws his services to the
luutry entitle turn to some consideration,
it he has precedents for every tiling he has
>ne.excellent precedents. The voices of the great
lad come to us from their graves sanciionlng his
>urse. All our past history approves iu How can
>u single out this man now in this condition of
lings and brand him before the country? Will you
at your brand upon htm becnuse he made an od
i(trim appointment and attempted to remove EdInM. 81 anion? I can at a simile glance, Senators,
i my eye on many of yon who would not endure
le position which the President, occupied. Yon did
it Chink it right yourselves. Von framed this very
Ivil Tenure act to give every President his own
iblnet, aud then the President's whole crime is
mt he wants au oflicer in the War
epartment with whom he can communicate on
abllc business and entertain friendly relations,
suators, I ain tired, and no doubt you are. There is
great deal crowding on me for utterance; but It is
ot from ray head, It ts rather from my heart, anil
ould t>c but a repetition of what I have bern saying
ils last half hour. Andrew Johnson, administrator
f the Pr< Mdcntlal ottlcc, is to me a* nothing In coraarlsonwith the possible consequences of your aclouon the government of the country. No good
an come of a conviction on these articles of Irnleacluuent;but how much wiN the neart of tho
ountry rejoice if it learus that the Senate of the
Jnlted States was not unmindful, amid (he storm
ind passion and strife of this hour, of the coustttulon,of Its country and of its own diguity.
Mr. (Jroesbeck was throughout the whole argulent,but more especially at the close, listened to

rlth marked attention by the Senate ami with straiulgeagerness by the spectators. It was to be re-
retted that on account of indisposition lie could not
lake himself heard distinctly. The reporters,
iixIoub as they were to give a verbatim report of the
>eech, were unable to do so from the difficulty of
;artnjr It in the gallery, and had therefore to put
uch of It In the third person, ond In other parts to
instruct the sonteuces out of the portions which
iey did happen to hear distinctly.
The court, at half-past four o'clock, and the Senate
lmediately afterwards, adjourned till Monday at
>on, when It Is expected Mr. Stevens will address
e Senate, to be followed by his colleague, Mr. WUims.
NEW YORK LEGISLATURE.

BEXATS.
ALBANT, April 25, 1808.

BILLS PASSED.
Relative to the Syracuse and Liverpool Railroad
impany; for a railroad from Flshkill to Matteawan;
corporation the Port Richmond and ilersren Point
srry Company: for the more effectual protection of
nlgranta arriving at the port of New York; authoringthe appointment or an additional lumber Inlectorat Oswego; Incorporating the Orthopedic
Ispenaary of New York; to widen portions of 8ackt,Douglass and President streets, Brooklyn; changgthe name of the Emigrant*' Havings Bank, of
illfclo.

ILLS ordkrrd to a third riadtno.
The MUltla bill was ordered to a third reading, and
ended by reducing the pay of the Governor's staff
a peace hauls, the same as existed In 1«M.
Also a bill requiring railroads running to Albany
afford passengers and freight the same facilities
r transportation by steamboat as are afforded when
insported by rail.
Receaa until four P. M.

Afternoon SdmIoi.
RM.t.S ADVANCED TO A THIRn READING,

ro enable the city of New York to collect and use
renue in certain cases; amending the charter of
jy; incorporating the Khlnebeck Gaslight Comuy;amending the charter of Yonkers; amending
charter of Port Chester: the Buffalo Water bill;
ending the charter of the Kast India Telegraph
11 pany: making the offlce of Supervisor of Erie
inty a salaried offlce; Incorporating the Rnsbwlck
rings Hank. Brooklyn; Incorporating the New
rk Health and Accident Insurance Company; Inporatingthe Blnghamton Safe Deposit Company;
urporattng the New York and Brooklyn Iron
>ular Tunnel Company; amending the certificate
ncorporation of the New York Ophthalmic Mospl;appropriating $200 000 for deficiency In the appriatlon,for the Constitutional Convention.

THIt canai. contract systk*.
tr. Stanford Introduced a bill abolishing the
itractlng system for repairs on canals, and to
lore the superintending system.

THR STATE PRISON PRINTING rONTRAfT.
he State prisons labor and printing' contract bills
rc made the special order for Mondar morning.
tub west hhdkk hidson rivsk railroad,

he bill to facilitate the construction of the West
>re Hudson Kiver Railroad wan ordered to a third
din*.
djourned till Monday morning.

AS8XMBLT.
Albant, April M, ims.

bii.ls pas8rd.
0 open and Improve Maspeth avenue, Brooklyn;
>revent liability to accidents on railroads, and to
tect passengers; to provide for the Improvement
1 maintenance of public park* In Brooklyn; to
?nd the charter of the Pnlted States Warehouse
np.mv: to amend the Metropolitan Police law with
irence to the police fund: to incorporate the
tual Benefit Savings Bank of New York.
[r. Johnson introduced a bill to provide for a new
rkct building on the present site of Washington
ket.
» amend the act to prevent frand In the sale of
penger tickets.
lie House tlien adjourned until Monday morning
en o'clock.

BOOK NOTICE.
H lyrical Poems. By Mrs. O'Donovan (Rossa).
>w York: P. M. Haverty.
ie dedication of this pretty little volume. Issued
tie neatest type and brightest g0l<i and green,
aps explains Its Inspiration. It reads thus:.
my husband, Jeremiah O'Donovan (Rossa), sencdto lifelong penal servitude for his devotion to
ause of Ireland, these poems are affectionately
rlbed." There Is a s.id history In these few
Is. It tells the fhtc or a young, ardent journalist,
rlctlrn of free thought and speech. Of the lyrics
(selves it must be said that many of them are of
rdlnary merit, those which come most directly
the heart beln* full of tender pathos and Indligthe sensibility of the young, Imaginative mind
woman <ui»duen by norrow aud tried lu the furorsuffering.


