
WASHI NG T 0 N CIT T.

WEDNESDAY, DscbhbKs 10th, I*oo,

The Editor of the NATIONAL InTei.Ll-
gesczr has this daypublishedatfull length,
the Debate!, which took place, yesterday
in the House of Representatives, on a me-
morialpresentedby him in conjunction with
Thomas Carpenter. While the M
'row, undecided upon, tieforbore to take other
notice of the subject, than, thai which arose
from a statement of the proceedings of the
house, under the hope that the
fives of t lie people would not hesh
grant a request, consideredthen, and still
considered by him as rational. The event
has disappointed-hisexpectations.

T> their desision he implicitly submits.
Put the remarks made by severalmembers,
render a statement of his motives and

y, and a regard to the in-
sof the people of the United States

ids him to he, silent.
1paperwill contain a statement

\u25a0\u25a0\u25a0;, with elucidatingremarks thereon.

CONGRESS
OF THE UNITED STATES

ttOVSS OF REPRESEN>rAriIi-'>.

TUESDAY, IiXC. 9.
The Speaker read a Letter from Mr.

Condy, the prefent clerk, informing the
houfe through him that tiie Hate of his
health did not permit bis continuance in
the office ofclerk, which he reiigued, with
cxprefTions.ofregret for the neceffity that
impofed this conduct upon him, and ol
thanks for the kindnefs and indulgence
?which he had received from the Houfe.

Houfe then proceeded to the Elec-
MelTrs. Champlain and

New tellers, Avho bay ' bal-
lots, reported them as folh

r JohnC. Ofwald, 51 vo
John Beckley 42

John C. Oswald appeared and was
fworri by the Speaker.

The Houfe then took up the report of
to whom was referred the

Memorialof Samuel 11. Smith and 'Thomas
Carpenter, defiring admifllon within the
bar to report the debates and proceedings
of the Hoi

report is in fubftance that it is
.\u25a0dient that the House should take

any orderon the memorial presented.
It will be recollected"by r, that

the original motion made' was by Mr.
Hill, which was that Mr. Speaker fhould
be recpaefted to admit the Stenographers
within the bar.

Mr. Chkistie moved the ref
of the report to a committee of the whole.

Mr. Guis-woli) oppofed the refere
The Houfe divided ; for th-

-43 ; againllit 46.
Mr. Jackson made feveral remarks,

which we heard fo indiftinctly, that juftice
im forbids the attempt to re-

port them. He concluded with moving
that the yeas and nays be taken ; for which
purpofe a fufficient number of members
rofe.

Mr. Nicholas. In a ; it like
ours, the theory of which is republican, and
the pra&ife ofwhich, be hoped, would al-
ways continue to be republican, he confi-
dered the reprefentutives of the people- ref-

,le to the people, by whom they were
created. It was neceflary to give efficacy

refponfibility that the people, who
were to judge, Ihould poffefs the pureft in-
formation, as to, not only the acts, but the

the.-public agents. It n
little confequence to them to know what
laws arc enacted, compared with a know-
ledge ofprojects that wereattempted or pre-
vented, and the grounds on which they
were fupported or opp< fed?Nor could the
merit of the ads themfelves be underftood,
unJefs thercafons.forthe.in wereHated. ItAvas
therefore, of the higheft confecptience that
the reafons for our conduct (hopld be clear-
ly underftood, that our meafurcs may be
comprehended, and our motives alfoknown,
that our conflituents may. pjdge. whether-
we have faithfully difcharged' our duty.

Under this view of the fubjedt, he
thought it extremelyindelicate torefill the
adinilVion within the bar of thofe perfons
wbo thought thi lalifie-d to take
the de proceedings of the.hbnfe".
lint what rendered the attempt lliM ?mon

was, its being an innovation on
houfe. F

had be<

their eafc, in a fituation
for hearing what palled. Why

is this pracYic , hitherto unoppofed, now
to be.troken in upon ? For fuch an inno-
vation and m the eflabliihgd

the houfe, there ought to be
the1 flrongefl reafon i; particularlywhen the
attetripted innovation refpe&ed, and was

lidfe, wludi- conducl was to be
?fcrutiii

It was not without deliberation that the
had been inftjtuted

and adhered to. Some gentlei
foine time fine.'--, contemplated the employ-
ment of a particular individual, whole fcr-

were to be paid for by the houfe.
But the ideawas abandoned, from'th*
pofed function given by fuch an act to his
flatements ; whereby the I ht be
made re'fponfible for his a<
[lent?;.

The difficultyattending the buTinefs he
acknowledgedto . But forth
fons he had affigned, ht the houfe
had acted right in forbearing to interfere,
further than by merely adorning a \u25a0nient.place to the flenographers. It was
deemed fafeft to confide the bufii
fons not known officially to the houfe,
whole own individualintercft wouldconlli-
tute the beft pledge for theirfidelity. Tho'
no precife ref'olve had been paffed to this
eflfecT:, itwaswell underftood that this was
the cdurfe the houfe meant to pu
having given the fubjec\ a deliberate and
folemn ; ion.

Shall we now, laid Mr. Nicholas, after
this mature confideration, on tfo

I of perfoaal inconvenience, on a.
t of Inch importance as to invito a

gentleman from a confiderable dillaiice,
ring to fome oldplan] lhall we, af-

ter the fanetion of an uniform pra
fortified by the long period for which it has
been obfervedj on the fuggeftion of a
trifling- inconvenience,which, he believed,
on examination, would not be found to
exift at all, adopt the innovation propofedi
by the reportof the committee f For his
part he tlv y were all deeply in-
terefted in having the debates well taken,
as it Avas not in their power altogether to
prohibit their being taken

He had heard but two objections made
to the old plan. The first was, that by
pairing a refolve, admitting the Stenogra-j

within the har, the hou
function to thereports publifhecl h\
The second was, that as the Speaker had
heretofore had the ma it of the bu-
finefs, it Avoidd ho. wrong to take it out
of his hands.

As tothffirst objection, lie thought it
altogether incorrect. Therefolution, fub-l

inn) North Caro-
lina, (Mr. Hill) which he wifbi
houfe to adopt, doe-, not pfopof
tion ofany particular perfoii. It admits
generally thofeindividuals, wbowifh b

Can this admilnon make us
refpofffible for the Conducl of men we do
not know, and over whom we have no
controul '. Haveweh iconfi-
dered as refponfible?*And confifts,
thedifferem
and the fituation Aye lhall l>e in, if the mo-
tion of thegentleman from North Caroli-
na be . VVc lhall then only have
done that, whichbefore had been done by;
the Speaker. Governed by a fenfe of duty,

c-aker had refilled admiffion within
tr. It become then

in order to admit, for the houfe
refolution. But it did not followthat the
leafl; refponfibility would arife from fuch an
act.

Indeedby 'admitting the ltenographers
within the bar, the refponfibility of the]
Houfe would be diminilhed ; for if the!
houfe admitted them, no one could then'!
fay that it had done any thing that
fered with'a faithful report of the deb

;tiding the ftenographers,
the. unavoidable iuacuracies com
might be charged to the houfe.

The second objection made to the refo-j
lution of ti tan from North Carp-]
linu, Avas that as the Speaker had h
fore had the mana^'n-ient of the-bufinefs,
it would be wrong to take it out of bis
hand;.

Mr. Nicholas, in reply to this
tion, obferved that the power.
exercifed by the Speaker on this b
had not been exprefsly delegated to !
the houfe.- It had often been thought of,
but nodecifion had heretofi ide. As
the object afked related to the <\u25a0

of the men. ht they were the
befl judges of the propriety of gran:
Til-- iuconveiiieiK\u25a0» alleged to .exil
entirely a matter ofopinion. He th
it bad either no - pr a very, limited
exiftence. As be had remarked before the
fubject wa> ',! delicate.

to furnilh room foi ;
ed with a wifli
making an enquiry into his conduct. He
believed that Lhe innovation, contend
would be fo vie.wed?fo far, therefore, from
confidering it as innocent, he viewed it as

and likely to be miichic-
yous in it

Mr. Otis was one of thole who was
not difpofed to ma! c a ftrong (land a
the refolutictn offered I>v the gentleman

N> Carolina. He did not view the
point in fu iritcreftiflg a lighl as did the

wan who had preceded him.
? to him in the fhape of a queflioO ol

convenience ; and as tohis own liiuation it
could not be affected by any pcrmiilii
veu to the- Stenographers to come
the bar. Many of the arguments he had
heard implied tliat the fituation at prefi nt

ftenographers was exclufiie
of all o1 her ; v, hereas if that were i

ht take any other, fo that
bar.

It is true

wereadmitted becaufi
in our prefent chamber the room wa
nor could they occupy a part of that-little
without materially interferingwith tl

In bi
houfe- to Cor.fider was, whether an ah
Ihould take place iltofthef]
or whether
It didnot follow^ if
the managi
apply to all 011 afions. It was true thatthe

dtfired b; pliers, were
g< inrally afli pi< I to ye of-

I \u25a0
miniftj h th< i,
accommodation, the indulgence could Ik
'granted, dv rtaut debate, he
had no doubi.ofthe inefs to
admit them, and they might thus obtain a
temporaryplace within the bar.

M. Oti,-. thought the remarks oft!
ifrom Virginia covi red too much

ground. They afcribed to the frii
the reportan attempt l thepeople
from ol tion of what paf-
fed in this houfe. No fuch dc:'-
For his part he wiflied the know
every thing tliat occur i I hefe walk,

no doubt of the debai
to!;)!", \u25a0
the ideas of the -.they had
taken for nearly twelve years ; and fome-
timesthey had been accurate, andatother

ily inaccurate ; and l<> complete
had the diftortion of fentiments often been
that had it notbeen for the name that was
attached to a particular fpeech, the mem-
ber, to whom is was afcribed, would not

knownitto be his* Mr. Otiswould,
notwithftandlng,not deny the abilityof a
perfon who re;".! the debat< s to foi m a tole-
rable idea of the .. on a parti-

The charge of innovation, Mr. Qtis
lit unjuft. He propofed to leave the

bufinefs as it had heretofore been left, free
my refolve to 1 he con-

troul of the Speaker.
n would be given I i form-

porter ; but, 01
:,divelUng

r of his ; r, they. render th* infible, and
wouldvirtually give a

W it were refolved that (liould
c would much rathei

pay an individual, competent to the bufi-
ppeaj, for the faithful difi

i.lour and impartial!-
If the houfe palled the refolution admit-

ting the Stenographers within the
Mr. Otis afked whether they would not
in f.i, | :he houfe. Th
differei en them and the .other oth-

that one would be paid.
While iuld not.

Mr. Oiis faid that, in his opinion, the
inoft inconvenient pofition in th(

by the Stenographer. It was
near the clerk's office, between which and

perpetual .paffi- -.. If an experiment were made
of apofition on the other lid-,-, or in the

gallery, be was peril
ot, faid Mr.

!<\u25a0 of hearing I

Andil

would arife
it would produce with the ;.

'ion of feats to tin of our
Government and
with d

<mt to ado;-

$dd, that if]- ad* by tl
mii MalTa anting antdmillio

three
1. It would be againft precede! t.
2. I -..
\u25a0'? Then .. ;. poflibiiity that tl

phers.
i bjedtion, he w

\ nut a rig!
any power themfeiveby the Speaker. Hi- tied the poAve"
'die Steno within the

he irnv refufeS to db it, and v.
-i to pel form what he r< full -. Ifwe think it proper to admit thin

to do it. heretofore
Speaker, was derived

tO the AVell 1 :
i, Quifaek per alium,facit per se.But, we are told that the admiflion
interfere with the accouu

of the four Secretaries and ti
minifters. Sappofe it Ihould, faid ;r.

?'. I i fk whether tin- convenience

the people i. iii- beft infi

' ? wha that Aye can fi iShall a-, our outy, lhall avo" 1;,-
--confiitixi -It would bi i ter to fubn il i-: by the Secre-

i in;nist(Ts, if there
room for them within the bur. than

if there be fii< h acompetition, n - the Galleries.Etc ' : l igh im-
portance both to the countr
members thciß&lves. They all ought todefire fcheirconduct to be rigidlj iG< ntlemen lay that the debates
been heretofore imperfectly taken. Willtheyremedy the evil by axcludingthe Ste-

? within tbe> bar ? If,
fore, rtottvithftaading the fan

blenefsof theirpofition* whenftillnefs and
filence reigned, they have been unable
to take 1; precifion, can it be

to a ilifhince from
?, furrounded by a

n fuccefsfully toaccomplifh theirob-jedtI Sir, i'.iid /vie. Niiholion, tl
nfd. Ii cannot be dour-.
'I!' without the In,-, and

lo hear corrccUy. If,
ilude them

ou had infinitely
"f the houfe altoge-

ther.
of the galleries

from . hrtmfelf to <upon i [heard but on-
that owing

of perfonsi ar-d tl
crowd it would contain, it w.i

withany ,1
the remarks made by thegentlen iufetts, onpoint-, he-thought them altoge*lite. The gallery avus not Conltmcted by

1 d it were a bad place for hearing,
not from any fault to be afcribed to

li;;- -' did, was to open our doors
to all. ci \u25a0<.!;? conducted theraielveswii h decorum.

J he perfonal inconvenience to m< Id, did not in the opininiofl ol Mr.Nicholfon exift. He thought then- wasample room. Tltc chamber they o< \u25a0Qiilar to that in Philadel]
fitions d< lired by the Stenogj-iwere ]'\u25a0 the fame as thole in Phila-delphia.?By advancing the i le

moved.

Mr. Ruti.khci: (aid thatthe members^who had preceded him, had talked much
people

correct information of th< tranfsrctii
tliat houfe. He believed there avj

a fingle member, whe) did not .Avilh -to
imp.:it to-tin ii the knowledge theyCould I i!ot highlyprize

iy tie-
proceei On this. del*.--

---?'. be
i!v before the houfi

v fhoAtld j.erfevere in the old
nfide in the..

i f the Spc; kif,
who had hith ritejd their -or whether divefting him .of his pow--


