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IP5i have been excluded, as far as I csii asJUST ''.ESOSSXTTESD MR. tVAHTS.

Wasliingtou Union.

f'nr you shall go in taking testimony to
determine what arc votes but, as pre-
liminary to that question, I bag leave
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certain from the record, except that
the vote for electors had not been can
vassed. If there is any ground stated
in the report of the committee I have
been unable to find it. Mr. Carpenter
entertained a different opinion from
nearly every Senator as to the peculiar
relations ot Louisiana to the federal
Union. He may have voted upon that
ground; but I believe that no other
senator, or not more than one or two,
shared his opinion. I believed his
Honor who made the inquiry of me
voted in the affirmative on the resolu
tion that the vote should not be count
ed.

Now, may it please your Honors.
refer to this precedent as authority for
two propositions : i irst, that the testi
mony taken by a committee of either
of the houses inquiring into the retru
larity and legality of an electoral vote
is competent testimony to be consider
ed when the question arises as to what
disposition you shall make of that
vote; secondly, that it is competent for
Congress, under the Constitution of
the United States, to ko behind the
certificate of the Governor and throw
out a vote where the testimony proves
that that certificate does not properly
indicate the wishes of the people in
the individuals that certificate desig-
nates as the agents of the State, and
those facts being established, it is com-
petent to discard the vote.

But, may it please your Honors, the
case ot the State of Florida presents
itself to the court in a pecular aspect.
The evidence which wc shall offer and
which we claim to be admissible is
evidence furnished by the State her-
self as indicated in the proposition read
by the distinguished gentleman with
whom I have the honor to be associat-
ed, (Mr. O'Conor.)

Two propositions as to evidence,
then, come before your Honors :

First. Whether the United States,
through its Congress, or either or both
houses of Congress, can, in reference
to an electoral vote, institute an origi-
nal inquiry itself, and by a committee
of either house take testimony going
behind the certificate of the State, and
invalidate that certificate on its own
motion, when the State still adheres to
the regularity of that certificate. That
is one question, a very important one;
but their is another totally different
from that.

Second. Whether when the houses
of tho Congress of the United States
come to inquire into the electoral vote,
and ascertain which vote shall be
counted, it is competent for them to
receive evidence furnished by the State
herself in in reference to the certificate
her Governor may have given.

Your Honors perceive at once the
wide difference in the two cases, and I
respectfully submit in connection with
that proposition that if the power does
not exist in the two houses of Congress
as a primary and original power separ-
ately to take testimony going behind
the certificate, then it must exist in
the State to correct its own certificate
or impeach it for fraud or falsehood;
or else we may be inevitably tied to an
accident or mistake, and a Presidential
election may turn upon a certificate
which is known to all the world to be
an accident, a falsehood, or a fraud,
which can neither be impeached by
the State that gave it because of fraud,
accident, or mistake, nor interfered
with in any way by the Federal Gov-
ernment to which it is addressed, but
must be a substantial and perpetual
truth in the presence ot convincing
evidence that it is an active and living
lie.

In the case of the State of Florida,
taking up the second proposition, the
State herself after the meeting of the
electors, ascertaining that this certifi-
cate given by Governor Stearns was
given either in mistake or fraud, and
founded upon an irregular and illegal
canvass of the votes according to the
laws of Florida, by her Legislature
passed a law directing another canvass
to be made. But she did not pass
that law, even, until she had appealed
to her judicial tribunals to interpret
the laws previously existing and relat-
ing to the subject. Having appealed
to those tribunals to interpret these
laws, and in the mandamus case hav-
ing received from her tribunal of last
resort an opinion giving construction
to those previously-existin- g laws, by
which opinion it became apparent that
the returning board bad transcended
its legal duties and jurisdiction, and
made a return which was erronenous
under the law, her Legislature then, on
the basis of that opinion, directed an-
other canvass of the vote to be made
in accordance with the judicial con-
struction of the law.

When that canvass was made and
returned to the Legislature her Legis-
lature passed another act on the basis
of that canvass, declaring that the
parties to whom the certificate had
been issued by Governor Stearns had
not been appointed, and designating
the persons who had been chosen as the
agents of the State to speak her voice
in the electoral college. But she has
gone further. A quo warranto was is-

sued against these parties who assumed
to exercise the electoral office under
the certificate granted by Governor
Stearns, and that quo warranto having
come before her judicial tribunals
they, in the exercise of a jurisdiction

fiven to them by the' State laws of
decided that the men who had

received that certificate were not elect-
ed, but that other men were elected;
and those other meu soelocted receiv-
ed a certificate from the Governor of
Florida, and in the execution of the
office to which they had been appoint-
ed by the people in the previous No-

vember discharged their duties as eleo-tor- s

and voted on the day designated
by the law of the United States,

Now, then, may it please your
Honors, you have from that State this
evidence, evidence from her Legisla-
ture, evidence from her Executive,
evidence from her judicial tribunals,
that the electors to whose vote we ob-

ject were not the duly appointed elec-
tors of Florida; and through all the
departments o( her government Florida
therefore comes to the United States
Congress and begs that you (for you
now exercise that power and it is vest-
ed in you) will protect her people from
the enormity of having their voice
similated by parties never appointed
to speak in her behalf. Is not that
competent evidence to go before the
houses of Congress ? If it is not, and
if Congress itself cannot in the exer-
cise of its original power go forward
and inquire into the manner and duo to
election of these electors, then you
have placed the whole Government
and administration of the United
States in the power of any executive
who may issue his certificate to a party
never voted for at all, while the unan-
imous vote of the State may have been
in favor of another party. You may as
take the whole population of Florida,
and although they may never have
voted for A and B at all, and though
the vote may have been unanimous in
favor of other parties, if the Governor
chooses to issue his certificate to A
and B, that certificate becomes bind-
ing upon Congress and may cast 4
Presidential election. Jf this be the
law, may it please your Honors, then
who will deliver us from the body of
this death ? It is beyond the power
of Congress to grant relief; it is be-

yond the power of this tribunal.
J find that I have consumed, may it

please your IlDnors, more than the
time alSoted me.

The unfortunate people of Louisi-
ana have as much to do with the main-

tenance of the Returning Board in that
State as they have with the Spanish
ascendency in Cuba. That board is
the snawn of a corrupt Federal admin
istration. Without the protection of
the Federal Government, it would
have been swept out ot existence years
sgo. Mrookhn Eogh.

We do not wish to accuse Mr. EvarU
of any want of fairness or candor
his citation of authorities. Wc think
we can justly tax him with ignorance
or carelessness. We suggested yester
day the obvious inapplicability of the
Maryland case the first one cited by
him in the course of bis argument on
Monday, and the one upon which he
seemed to lay the greatest stress to
support the proposition that the two
houses and the Electoral Commission,
as the organ and instrument of the
houses, lacked the necessary and plen-
ary powers for a judicial examination
and scrutiny of the electoral votes. A
further examination of the case itself,
as reported in tho forty-thir- d volume
of the Maryland Reports, referred to
by Mr. Evarts, shows that he mistook
or misstated the facts of the case as
completely as hehot wide of the mark
in bis misapplication of the decision of
the court.

That we may not be accused our
selves of doing injustice to Mr. Evarts
we quote from the Record that portion
of his speech entire which refers to the
case in question :

"I may ask your attention, in con
nection with the topic that I last
discussed, and in pertinent relation to
the present, to the case cf Groome vs.
Gwynne, in 43 Maryland Reports, 572,
especially at page (1'4. this case i

shows that this argument that a duty
attributed by law or the Constitution
must carry to itself, in the functionary
charged with its exercise.all the powers
necessary, upon the ground that the
duty must involve the powers, finds no
place in our jurisprudence; the argu-
ment is the other way. If the func
tionary, if thecommission has not been
clothed with the necessary faculties,
then the duty is not accorded or, the
means of its exercise not being fur-
nished, it cannot be discharged. There
the Governor had, by the State Con-
stitution, the power to determine a
contest for the elective offieo of
Attorney-Genera- l of the State of
Maryland. The Governor, finding by
his own inspection of the Constitution
that he lacked the means of carrying
out the scrutiny that must decide, held
that he could not exercise it and be
would not exercise it unless compelled
by judicial authority. The Court of
Appeals, on an application for a man-
damus to compel the Governor to give
the certificate to the candidate appear-
ing to be elected by the canvas, held
that he was vested by the Constitution
with an authority to decide tho contest,
but that the laws of Maryland had not
executed the Constitution by furnish-
ing him with powers to perform the
duty assigned to him, and that the
mandamut must go against him to
compel him to deliver the certificate
to the candidate that, on the fraudulent
election, was returned as having the
plurality of votes. Thus the prelimi-
nary contest before the Governor that
might have been effectual to redress
the frauds of the election was defeated
for want of necessary legislation. The
contest could only be had under the
judicial powers of the State lodged in
tho courts, and in the shape ot quo
warranto on a suit against the inducted
candidate that the Governor might or
would have decided not to be entitled
to take the office."

The facts of the cate were jutl the te

of what Mr. JOvarts ttatct. The
Constitution of the State making it the
duty of the Governor to decide upon
the election and qualifications of the
Attorney-Genera- l, the Governor, be-
fore issuing a commission to Mr.
Gwynne, who was returned as elected
at the November election, 1875, was
served with notice that Mr. Gwynne's
election would be contested oo the
ground of election frauds in Baltimore
city. After hearing argument as to the
effect of the Constitutional provision
the Governor ave his decision in
writing to the effect that while ho
found Mr. Gwynne eligible and quali-
fied, and "according to the returns" a
that is upon the face of the returns
elected, he should proceed to an in-
quiry and investigation into the facta
of the election by means of testimony
extraneous to the returns nnlc$ re-
strained by tin courts." In the mean-
while he would withhold Mr.Gwynne's
commission unless ordered to issue it
by mandamus. Upon this invitation
and declaration of the Governor's in-

tention to go behind the returns, appli-
cation

at
was made to one of the Circuit so

Courts of the State for mandamut, to
which was granted by a pro forma or-
der, and the question carried to tho
Court of Appeals. The court affirmed
the right of the petitioner to the writ,
and decided that the Constitutional it
provision which made the Governor
the judge of the contested election for
the office of Attorney-Gener- al was not

g, and that the power
vested in the Governor could not be
executed for want of the proper legis-
lation to enable tho Governor to com-
mand the attendance of witnesses. in
compel the production of testimony,
Sic. The court, however based its de-

cision and here Mr. Evarts missed
the whole point of tho case upon the
groqnd that the Governor being an

officer did not possess, as a mat-
ter of course, the powers necessary for
the prosecution of a judicial inquiry,
but needed to be clothed with them by
the Legislature. That no such em-

barrassment or difficulty be experienced
by the Legislature itself in the exer-
cise of preoisely similar or parallel
powers is not only plainly dedncible
from the language and reasoning of
the court in this case, but was express-
ly decided by the same court two years
before in another contested election
case that of Brooke vs. Widdicombe,
reported in the thirty-nint- h volume of
Maryland reports. That was a contest
for the office of clerk of one of thi
courts of the State. Of such contests
the House of Delegates and not the
Governor is made the judge bv the
Constitution. The question was wheth-
er, pending such a contest, mandamus
would lie to compel the issuing cf a be

commission to the candidate who bad
the majority on the face of the returns.
The court decided the question in the in
affirmative, using language which we
commend to Mr. Evarts's attention.
After saying that the jurisdiction of the a

House of Delegates and of the court
was ia no sense concurrent the court
declares that to the House of Dele,
gates is given
"the exclusive power and jurisdiction

go behind therttrns, to examine into
the qualifications of voters, to purge tfie is
halU)t-bo- x. and recount the votes; sub
jects over which the courts have no juris- -

dictum. Uur powers and jurisdiction
are oonfinod simply to the question of of
the legal right of the appellee to the
office after haviog been duly returned is

elected, and being commissioned
and qualified."

So far, therefore, from deciding that
the powers necessary for a scrutiny of
tho electoral votes are foreign to the
jurisdiction of the two houses as Mr.
Evarts vainly arguesthe very judicial
authority ha invokes declares them to
moreappropriately belong to thelegisla
tive than to the judicial branch. We of
need hardly repeat what we suggested
yesterday, that tbey are powers which
both houses of Congress are accus-
tomed to exercise intheampliest man-
ner, not only in connection with the
contested elections of their own mem-
bers, but in reference to every subject
of legislative inquiry and investigation. ed
At the very moment Mr. Evarts was
interweaving his ingenious web of
solemn platitudes and sophistries, in
another part of the Capitol J. Madi-

son
is

Wells, a witness brought from
Louisiana by the authority of the
House, and in the oustody of the
House for contempt in refusing to an-

swer, was being examined before a
committee of the House, in reference
to the facts of the Louisiana claction
without objection or protest, save on

to add that it the Constitution has de
volved upon the two houses of Con
gress the duty of countiug the voles.
the true votes, and the necessary pow
er of determining what are the true
vote3. Congress possesses no power to
say wh it shall be conclusive and unim-
peachable evidence of those votes;
but in the performance of their high
fa u tiou the two houses must ascer
tain what are the true votes, without
any limitation placed upon them by
Congress, and without being so re-

strained that they cannot go into the
inquiry as to the truth. Congress may
prescribe modes of authentication, but
merely modes ofauthentication as aids
and not as conclusive evidence or re-
straints upon the houses in their ac-
tion. We therefore submit that any
legitimate evidence going to determine
what are the true votes is proper and
competent evidence before this tribu-
nal.

And. may it please your Honors,
upon the question of whether you can
go behind the certificate of the Ex
ecutive of the State, and whether the
certificate is conclusive or not upon
Congress, I beg to refer you to a high
and most responsible authority an
authority that has the sanction of some
of the most distinguished names that
now adorn the pissing history of the Re-
public. In 1873 the question came be-

fore Congress as to the counting of the
Louisiana vote. The electors met;
they voted; they sent up to the Presi-
dent of the Senate the certificate re-
quired by the twelfth articles of
amendments to the Constitution, stat-
ing for whom they had voted, and in-

closed in that certificate so sent up the
certificate of the recognized Governor
of Louisiana certifying to their due
appointment; and all their procedings
were regular on their face from begin-
ning to end. There was no objection
made, and none intimated, to those
proceedings, because of their

to the statues of the United
States. When that was opened objec-
tion was made to it; but prior to the
time when the vote was opened it was
understood that there was some diffi-
culty in reference to that vote of some
kind or other.

The Senate of the United States
directed its Committee on Priveleges
and Elections to inquire into the cir
cumstances attending the election of
the electors of that State. That com-
mittee went into the inquiry; it exam-
ined witnesses, and they were also
cross-examine- d. All the facts that
were needed and desired lying behind
that certificate were gone into fully by
that committee. Having gone into all
those facts, they made their report to
the Senate. In that report, made
February 10,' 1S73, (which is to be
found on page 1218 of the Congression-
al Globe, part 2, third session of the
Forty-secon- d Congress,) the chairman
of the committee, one of the honorable
commissioners whom I have now the
privilege of addressing, states as fol
lows:

"If Congress chooses to go behind
the Governor's certificate, and inquire
who had been chosen as electors, it is
not violating any principle of the right
of the States to prescribe what shall
be the evidence of the election of elec-
tors, but it is simply going behind the
evidence as prescribed by an act of
Congress; and, thus going behind the
certificate of the Governor, we find
that the official returns of the election
of electors, from the various parishes
of Louisiana, had never been counted
by anybody having authority to count
them."

In the conclusion of the report Sen-t- or

Morton says ;

"Whether it is competent for the
two houses, under the twenty-secon- d

joint rule, (in regard to the Constitu-
tionality of which the committee here
give no opinion.) to go behind the cer-
tificate of the Governor of the State,
to inquire whether the votes for elec-
tors have ever been counted by the
legal returning board created by the
iaw of the State, or whether, ia mak-
ing such count, the board had before
them the official returns, the commit-
tee offer no suggestions, but present
only a statement of the facts as they
understand them."

Now, in reference to the power of the
joint rule of the two houses, it is proper
before I proceed further that I should
make a single remark. That joint rule
could give to the two houses no power
they did not possess under the Consti-
tution. It could neither enlarge nor
abridge their Constitutional powers.
It i3 beyond the authority of Congress
or of any other tribunal to enlarge or
abridge the powers with which the
Constitution has vested that body. A
joiot rule might formulate that power;
a joint rule might indicate the manner
in which that power should be exer-
cised; a joint rule might prescribe the
methods of proceeding in the execution
of the powor; but it could neither give
power nor diminish power, in this
report the only objection made to the
vote of liouisiana is that the returns
for electors in that State had never
been canvassed or counted. It was
conceded that the certificate of the
Governor was regular, perfectly regu-
lar on its face; and the honorable chair-
man of the committee, after stating
those facts, say3 that he declines to
make any suggestion to Congress as to
what disposition ought to be made of
the vote.

May it please your Honors, the evi-

dence taken by that committee was be-

fore the two houses of Congress when
they met to count the vote four years
ago. The iptimation of the objection
in the report was before those two
houses, and that intimation found shape
and Hubstanoaand form in a motion
made by the Senator from W isconsin,
that the vote of Louisiana should not
be counted. I am aware that that
Senator at the time maintained that
Louisiana wa3 not a State bearing such
relation to the federal Union as au-

thorized her to participate in the elec
tion of a Chiel Magistrate, but in that
position it is a well-know- n political
and historical fact that few or none of
the Senators sympathized. He made
his motion, stating different grounds
for the motion, but the only ground
before the Sonata conceding that
Louisiana was a State and could par-
ticipate in that election the only
ground before the two houses of Con-
gress upon which her vote could be
excluded by any possibility or under
the process of any sophistry or logic,
was that, although the certificate of the
Governor to the election of the elec-
tors was regular in form, yet
the return lying behind that cer-
tificate and upon which that cer-
tificate purported to be founded
had never been canvassed. The ques-
tion came up for determination iq the
Senate on the 12th day of February,
1873, (as will be seen by referenoe to
page 1293 of the same volume,) and it
was voted upon. Mr. Carpenter's re-

solution that the vote should not be
counted was determined in the affirm-tiv- e

and the vote was not counted.
Senator Edmunds. Have you there,

and will you read, the resolution
adopted by the Senate on that occa-

sion?
Mr. Merrick. The only one I have

been able to find is Mr. Carpenter's
resolution "that the votes should not
be counted." He objected to the rote,
stating various grounds, but the onlj
resolution J have been able to find is a
simple resolution that the vote of
Louisiana should not be counted.

Senator Edmunds. Without stating
in terms the grounds on which if pre-ceed-

?
Mr. Merrick. Yes, sir: I indicated

that.
Senators Edmunds. I was only in-

quiring for information.
Mr. Merrick. But I supplemented

the indication by this further state-
ment r that there was no sround before
the Senate upon which the vote could

The Power to go Behind the Returns
for Evidence.

It was said in the opening statement
made by the objectors upon the other
side that this Commission
uo other than simply a power to per--
luriu a uiiuii-ieria- i uuiy; iaj it pja-sesc- d

no other than a power to enu-
merate the votes- - that the certificate of
the Governor of the State was final
and conclusive, and there was no au-
thority in this Commission, whatever
might be the proof, to correct that cer-
tificate for mistake or vacate it for
fraud. They told-yo- u that it imported
absolute verity beyond the reach of
any evidence, however strong and how-
ever conclusive, and beyond the reach
of the power of the State itself either
to correct, modify, or annul it; and car-
rying out the position assumed by the
objectors on the other side, it would
would follow that if, in reference
to the certificate of Governor Stearns,
Governor Stearns himself had sub-
sequent to the date of that certificate
come before the two houses of Con-
gress in sackcloth and ashes, begging
on behalf of his State to have some
error in that certificate corrected, it
could not be done. If he had come
with penitential sorrow, confessing
himself to have been guilty of any
fraud, however enormous lam mere-
ly supposing a case and made it pat-
ent that that certificate was the repre-
sentative of a falsehood and a fraud,
and not of truth, yet the certificate
was beyond reach of the truth and
that is was necessaiy to crystallize its
falsehood into a practical fact.

May it please your Honors, in view
of that position upon the other side,
as well as in taking appropriate posi-
tions in the opening of this argument,
it becomes necessary to look at that
paper and see what it is, and whence
it derives this extraordinary sanctity;
infinitely holy, beyond any judicial
record, and beyond any record that can
be made between nations in their most
solemn compacts. By the act of Con-
gress, section 136 of the Revised Stat-
utes, it is provided as follows :

"It shall be the duty of the Execu-
tive of each State to cause three lists

j of the names of the electors of such
I State to be made and to be delivered

to the electors on or before the day on
which they are required by the preced-ing'sectio- n

to meet." ,

There is nothing in this section de-
claring that the certificate to which it
refers shall be conclusive evidence of
anything. There is nothing in this
section declaring in words as to what
particular fact that certificate shall be
directed. There i3 nothing in this
section making it mandatory upon the
Oovernor to issue tnat certificate; and
if there had been it would have been
something transcending the powers of
Congress under the Constitution to put
there, for Congress could not reach the
Executive of a State by any enactment
as to his official duty. It was not with-
in the power - of Congress to make it
mandatory upon the Governor to issue
that certificate; and if it was not with-
in the power of Congress to make it
mandatory upon the Executive of a
State to issue that certificate, can it be
possible that it was within the power
of Congress to say that the certificate
if issued should be conclusive, or that
tne certincate snouia De necessary evi-
dence in the absence of which theelec-tora- l

vote should not be counted?
Congress could not have required the

Executive to issue the certificate, and
could not have declared that the cer-
tificate should be the conclusive and
only evidence of the election of the
several States, because, in addition to
what I have already submitted, the
Constitution of the United States it-

self provides for the authentication of
those electors, and tliat requirement is
for an authentication from themselves;
and it Congress superadds to that au-
thentication an additional authentica-
tion which it makes a condition-precede- nt

to counting the vote, it would
be an act in violation of that provision
of the Constitution, as well as in con-
travention of the relations of the Fed-
eral government. I do not question
the power of Congress to require au-
thentication and to specifiy whatever
manner of authentication it desires in
order to relieve any difficuty in deter-
mining who are the agents appointed
by the State to cast its electoral vote;
but the power that I deny to exist is
the power to specify some authentica-
tion as an absolute condition-preceden- t

to counting the vote, and to de-

clare that in the absence of that au-
thentication so required by Congress
the electoral vote shall not be counted
at all.

Recurring to that section of the law
in the Revised Statutes which I have
read, I respectfully submit as a propo-
sition of law, that where certificates
are required as matters of evidence, or
where the law specifices evidence of
any going to a particular fact with
which the law so specifying the evi-

dence is dealing, that such evidence is
never regarded in any court of law as
conclusive beyond the power of rebut-
tal, unless the law specially provides
that it shall be conclusive. Where the
law ssys that such and such a paper of
fact shall be evidence ot a certain con-
clusion, that fact and paper so speci
fied as evidence ot that conclusion are
never beyond the power of rebuttal.
unless the law has declared in specific
terms it shall be the only evidence
and shall be unimpeachable.

i have referred to that clause of the
Constitution which requires the elec
tors to certify to their own appoint-
ment, and the manner in which they
have executed their office; and I sub
mit, in this connection, that it is not
within the power of Congress to tie its
hands so that it can never inquire into
the truth ot the due appointment ot
the electors and the electoral vote. It
is not within the power of Congress to
stop the two houses from ascertaining
what is the true vote. The language
of the article referred to requires the
return of the vote by the electors, re
quires them to name, in their ballots
the persons voted tor as Jfresident and
Vice-.rre8ide- to make distinct lists.
to return the certificate of their vote
to the President of the Senate, and
then it proceeds as follows:

1 he President ot the Senate shall,
in tne presence ot tne Senate ana
House of Representatives, open all the
certificates, and the votes shall then
be counted.

The learned objectors upon the other
side stated that the word "counted"
was the controlling word in the sent-
ence, and that giving that word its
proper and only signijioatiop, tne
clause that I have read conferred no
other power upon the two houses of
Congress than the power of enumera-
tion. I respectfully submit that the
controlling word in that sentence is
"votes" "the votes shall theu be
counted" and that word "votes" con-
trols the word "counted;" and when
you refer to the word "counted" you
have to go back and see what it is that
you are required to count. What is
it, may it please your Honors, that is
to be counted ? It is "the votes," and
if those votes are cast by persons not
duly appointed electors under the
law of the State they are not votes,
and whan you count them you
count something the Constitution did
not authorize you to count. There-
fore, in executing your duties under
this clause vou must, before youeount.
ascertain what are votes. Having as-

certained what are votes, yon count
those votes, throwing aside whatever
ballots you shall find that are not votes,
Under this article of the Constitution,
and this particular clause of the article,
I respectfully submit that there is in
the two houses or Congress a power
to de'ermine what are votes,
Then the question arises as to how

A PleasAut Coutnat.
Tennessee hassomel.hing to be pro

of in its Legislative system, as coif
pared with Ueorgia, Judging-ly- t

following which we clip from one
RedfieM's letters to the Cincina.
Commercial :

To go from the Legislative nvt,
of Tennessee to that of Gcoreia i h
going from the light of tho nine teen
century into the darkness of the mi
die ages. There is no State in ti
(jmou that has a better, mora effi-- r

ive and economical loRinlntive yti-tha-

Tennessee, and hurdlr auvStu
that has a more cumbernotuc. in !

cient and expensive eystc-i- than tb
ot Georgia. I have seen t Le Tcon
see Legislature do more biiHioos in
day than the Geonrin law-tinker- s sec
able to get through with in a wwl.
Ihe Georgia Assembly is more th
twice as large as that of TeuoeMieo, an
they can talk longer and say Icms th i

the same number of gigantio iDtillcr
anywhere else on earta that we ha
knowledge of. The most iluxuries are not always best, for
Georgia Legislature costs more in o
year than the Teunessee LcKislatu
does in six I The Georgia Assemb
is a great unwieldy concern, of abo
223 members, who are paid ceven do
ursaday, Sunday included, aud
much mileagi as a Congressman, ai
meet every yimr. The 'lennesi-ee-

eerably has but 1(X members, nice
only once in two years, are allowod '

sit but 75 days during the two year
under penalty of getting no pay. a'1
only receive four dollars per day whi
in session, and a limited allowance
mileage.

The Philadelphia Inquirer, a Kepu!
lican journal, is not like the vast in:
jorityofthe Hayes organs, willing i

continue the defense of Wells and hi
villainous Returning Board. The In
quirer says :

"The evidence developed ycstcrdi.
bp the Louisiana Investigating Com
mittee. and the written textimoov mi
taioing it, do not riake pleasant re.-i.-l

ing, for it is impossible to see th
there are pot, at least, the element i

truth in it. The greater part ot it iu:.
be the barest lie, and yet enough r.
mains to demonstrate that the Lou
ana Returning Board, or two of it
members, ells and Anderson, wi i

ready to sell the vote of the Statu t

the friends of Mr. Tildeo, and th
many of tho affidavits presented to tl
Board proving intimidation, and t
wnicu over ten mousaoa votei wet
thrown out, were manufactured to
der in the custom house. This hu
ness has assumed such an iofainm
shape at last that it cunnot. be pi-rn-

teu to remain unscarciied to its .

If yesterday's evidence I

true, the country want to know it ;

it be not true, and part of a cons(iru-th-
country will iusitt upon knowii

that. The worst part of it is thi
there is nothing in the evidence whi
alleges Wells and Anderson to be m r'
political traders which is not entir.
consistent with their well-know- n char
acters and the reputations they h
made for themselves in contiectio
wuu jjuuiiana anairs. Jong ijj
ucncral Mieridan, In his olhcial n
ports, branded Well as a skulkiu
thief, capable of any act of dihonM .

and yesterday sevidenco, until refute
will show Sheridan s opinion to hn
been well formed.

It is said that the Republicans ha
their hope ol success upon the them
that the commission ran not go behin
the returns reported by the LouUiai
Returning Board. In that rase.

euiuM to un mai mcyare ianiug uin
broken reed. Why did dtPtiuguiL

visitors pour in upou us from all qum
ters of the Uoion to inquire into 1

honesty of that board's conduct if
can not be impeached and itsdecisioi
set aside, whether honest or dishonor
And

.
why, again,

ii
did

at each 1 louse.. i

uongress, cuniroiieu oy opposite par,
ties, think it necessary to oend inve
tigating committees hither for tl,
same purpose, it after all the couuti

large had no interest in the matt,
great as to entitle its representative
pronounce an authoritative audi.

nal judgment in thepremisoN? Th
doctrino is too absurd ; no man ca
safely venture to assume the respond
bilities of the Presidential office wli

is made apparent that he owes h
election to fraudulent practice. t
Orleans I icayune.

ft aa prominent .cw orker thil
speaks of two ISorth Carolinian."!
uov. anceistne most popular inn j

the State He is a gcutlcmnu
ability, an experienced and s'jcct-Hnl-i

lawyer, and is active and vigilant in h
high office. He has a wise adviser an
true friend in Daniel G. Fowl,
North Carolinian of the old school,
man of the most varied informa'ii
and learned constitutional lawyc
The people of the State aud the D in
ocratio members ot the I.egislatui
are a unit in presenting him a place i

the Cabinot of Mr. Tilden. Ufa
the public men of the Stat) whom
have met Judge Fowle toars t!
highest repute, and no gentlemn
could more ably or successfully ropr
sent it in the Federal Admioistratio

Farmers Financially.
Financially the farmer in tho saf.

man in the country. Of 1,112 baulf
rupta last year in Massacbuscitrt on
fourteen were farmers, but the farmii
community numbers full half tho pm
alation. The people must live, an
while uso ot luxuries maybe dinm
ished by hard times, there will olw.i

a call for the produce of the fan
Farming has, of course, felt the geni-
al depression in business. Hut we a

a transition state from inflation ai
extravgance to a condition of simp
living and economical txpenditure, ar

state of transition is always fiuct
ating and uncertain.

West VlRUIMA has at prese
school property to tho amount

l,WJ0,4t7 83; 3,(103 teachers, aud 3.2
school-house- s. The school populati

184,71X3; of this number 123,504 n
tended school during some p? 'tion i

the past year ; tho average daily attci
dance was iz;SVi. lbe total reeei

the school department were f.b
on. j tie cost ol education per puj

?7 72. based on average daily tte
dance. Male teachers are paid i i
per month, and female teacher f.S2

Three of tho Judges of the Unit'
8tates Supreme Court am natives
the State of Wooden Nutmeg Chit
Justice Waite. and Judges Field at
Strong. Tho last two were both so

Congregational minister, and t

fathers and mothers of the two Judi.-wer-

very intimate personal fricu
half a century ago when the two bo
were trotting to school.

The CttllibrnU Coffee Tree.
Reports from the coffee trees plat
in California fourycarssgo aut ou

complete success. They bore last ye
and the berry has excellent aroma.
The tree flourishes luxuriantly, and

commended to farmers in the fo.
hills of Middlo and Southern Calif
nia as a safe investment.

A half-poun- d of powder in a chr
nut log demoralized an Atlanta ne
f.inilv the other night. The wood w

borrowed without the owner's consc

Brandies, Wines, &c,
AT THE LOWEST CASH PRICES.
January 20, 1877-t- f.

A. TV

Wines of All Kinds!
WILIF BIKW CROPWalter McComb & Co.

Aug. 12, 1876-tf- . laOUISIiUMA
SUGAR & MOLASSES

and -J. II. PETTUS. W. P. HAM B

KENDRIGK, HAMBAUGH & GO

Tobacco Salesmen,
CEHTTRAL WAREHOUSE, crop

FIKE-PItOO- F,

CLARKSVILLE, (So KT

ALWAYS KEEPS
1.1 Ui:iC,VI ADVAN&ES ON TOBACCO.

WE REFER BY PERMISSION TO

Mrs. M. It. Clark .t Bro. V. G. Irwin. Ksq.
Hon l. X. Kennedy, I'res't Northern Bank. A. Howell, Cashier Bank of Clarksville.
M.F. Beaumont. Pr.Vt Kirst National Hank. W.s. Polmlexter, Carthicr Frauklln Bank

l - ' - 7 i I'm.
COMPLETE STOCK

-OF

V,

DRUGS and PAINTS
TOILET ARTICLES,

SCHOOL. BOOKS AUD STATIOMRY,

Tobacco, Cigars and Liquors,

And he asks of both retail and wholesale purchasers to call and examine be-

fore purchasing elsewhere. June 23, 18i6-t- f.

STOKES, TMMBE, HOUSE-FURHISHI- HG GOODS,

CHINA.GLASS AND (JUEENSWARE.

KWCAMNOK, WOOD & CO.,
Are now In receipt of the tartest Mock and most complete variety of above Goods

ver brought to this city, which they will sell, at wholesale or retail, as

LOW AS ANY HOUSE IN THE WEST !

Special Attention to Roofing and Guttering.

PRICES LOW. SATISFACTION GUARANTEED.
March21,ls71-t- f

ON HAND A

-

OTHER WHISKIES,

WALTER IcCOMB & CO.

HAVE IN ADDITION TO THEIR

LARGE STOCK OP

JOB PRINTING,
SOME VERY EIIVE

OF ANY
edPHJMIBCON(OILUD

October 28, 1876-t- f.Com to ttio Chronicle Office.


