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The eonstitutional mode of Jmﬂm“

Ohm:

ecutive aapnquy. tlw inquiry must actaally
grow out of and tend to some Legislative or
Executive action,and the decision when ex-

stitutions. To this end, | have caised this,
my solemn protest against the aforesaid pro-
ceedings, to be placed on the files of the Ex-
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Senate, Thursday, April 17, 1834,

Severa| messages were received from the
President of the United States, by Mr. Don-
elson, his Private Secrétary; among them the

following
PROTEST:
To the Senate of the United States:
It appears by the published journal of the
Senate, that on the 26th of December last, a
resolution was offered by a member of the

Senate, whieh,
was, on the 28th day of March last; modified

after a protracted debaie

by the mover and passed by the votes of
twenty-six Senators out of forty-six,* who
were present and voted In the following
words, viz:

.« Resolved, That the President, the
late Executive proceedings in relation to the
public revenue, has assumed upon himseifl

In

ﬁulhurily and power not conferred by the
constitution and laws, but in derogation of

both.” |

Haviﬁg had the honor, through the volan-
fary suffrages n‘ the American people, to fill
the office of President of the United Siates
daring the period which may be presumed tg
have been referred to in this resolution, it 18
sufficiently evident that the censure it In-
flicts was intended for myself. Without no-

-

tice, unheard and untried, I thus find myself

. . |
charged on the records of the Senate, and in

a form hithertounknown in our history, with
the high erime of violating the -laws and
constitution of my country.

It can seldom be necessary for any iJepart-
ment of the Government, when assailed iIn
conversation, or debate, or by the strictures
of the press orof popular assemblies, to step
out of its ordinary path for the purpose of
vindicating its conduet, or of pointing out
any irregularity or injustice in the manner of
the attack. But when the Chief Executive
Magistrate is, by one of the most important
‘hranches of the Goveramert, in its official
capacity, in a public manner, and by its re
corded sentence, but without precedent, com-
petent authority, or just cause, declared guil--
ty of a breach of the laws and constitution, it
ia due to his station, to public epinion, and to
a proper self-respect, that the officer thus
denounced should promptly expose the wrong

which has been done.
In the ptesent case, moreover, there is

even a stronger neceasity for such a vindica-
tion. By an express provision of the consti-
tution, before the President of the United
States can enter on the execution of his office,
he is required to take an oath or affirmation

in the following words:
«“] do solemnly swear (or affirm) that |

will faithfully execute the office of President

" of the United Stateg; and will, to the best

of my ability, preserve, protect, and defend
the congtitution of the United States.”

The duty of defending, so far as in him
lies, the integrity of the constitution, would
indeed have resulted from #ie very nature og
his office; but by thus expressing it in the of-
ficial oath or affirmation, which, in this re-

speot, differs from that of every other fune-
tionary, the founders of our Republic have

attested their sense of its importance, and

ive ' aliar solemnity and i SR ; .
have given 10 Iv'a pec lf y ~eonstitution is the President St]h_]PGtEd toany

force. Bound to the performance of this du-

ty by theoath I have taken, by the strongest
obligations of gratitude to the American peo-
ple, and by ‘the ties which unite my every
earthly interest with the welfare and glory

of my country; and perfectly convinced that
“the discussion and passage of the above men-

tioned resolution were not only unauthorized

by the cunstltutlon, but in many respecis re- |

pugnant to its provisions and subversive of
the rights secured by it to other co-ordinate
dap#rtments,l deem it an imperative duty to
maintain the supremacy of that sacred instru-
ment, and the immunities of the department

ecutive Department, and to be transmitted to

the Senate. &

It is alike due to the subject, the Senate,

and the people, that the views which I have
taken of the progeedings referred to, and

which compel me to regard them in the light

that has been mentioned, should be exhibit- ;

ed at length, and with the freedom and firm-
ness which are required by an occasion so
unprecedented and pecaliar,

Under the constitution of the United
States, the powers and functions of the va-
rious departments of the Federal Govern-
ment, and their responsibilities for violation
or neglect of daly, are clearly defined or re-
The Legizla-
tive power, subject to the qoalified negative

gult by necessary inference,

of the President, is vested in the Congress

of the United States, composed of the Senate
and House of Representatives. The Ex-
ecutive power is vesied exclusively in
the President, excapt, that, in the con-
clusion e! treaties and in certain appoint-
ments to office, he is to act with the ad-
The Judi-

cial power is vested exclusively in the Sau-

viece and consent of the Senate.

pr(:"]ﬁ ﬂ"d Q[hﬁr Ci”}”ﬂ Hf ”1" Uﬂilffd Slﬂlﬁﬁ,

except in cases of impeachment, for which |

purpose the accusatory powser is vested in
the House of Representatives, ana that of
hearing and determining in the Senate. But
although for, the speéial purposes which have
been mentioned, there is an occasional inter-
mixture of the powers of the different de-
partments, yet, with these exceptions, each
of the three great departments is independ-
ent of the other in itssphere of action; and
when 1t deviates from that sphere is not re-

eponsible to the others, further than it is ex-

In

every olther respect,each of them is the co-

pressly made so in_ the constitution,

equal of the other two, and all are the ser-
vants of the American people, without power
or richt to control or censure each other In
the service of their common superior, save
only in the manner and to the degree which

that superiot has preseribed.

The responsibilities of the President are
numerons and weiohty. Heis liable to im-
peachment for high erimes and misdemean-
ors, and on due eonvietion, to removal from
office, and perpetual disqualification; and
notwithstanding such eonviction, he may al-

so be indieted and punished according to law.

' IIB iB alsu ]I&blF 1o II'IE pfit*ate ﬂclinn of ﬂn}r

party. who may have been injured by his 1l
legal mandates or instructions, in the same
manner and to the same extent as the hum-
blest funectionary. Inadditionto the respon-
sibilities whieh. may thos be enforced by 1m-
peachment, criminal prosecution, or suit at
law, he is also accountable at the bar of pub-
lie opinion, for every act of his administra-
tion. Subjéct only to therestraints of T'ruth
and Justice, the free People of the United
States have the undoubted right, as individ-
pals-or collectively, orally or in writing, at
such times, and in such langunage and form
as they may think proper, to discuss his offi-
cial conduet, and to express and promulgate
their opintons concerning it. Indirectly, al-
80, his conduet may come under review in
either branch of the Legislature,or in the
Senate when acting in its Executive capaci-
ty,and so far as the executive or legislative
proceedings of these bodies may require it,
it may be examined by them., "These are
believed to be the proper and only modesin
which the President of the United Statesis
to be held accountable for his official con-
duct.

Tested by these principles, the resolution
of the Senate is wholly unauthorised by the
constitution, and in derogation of its entire
epirit. It assumes that a single branch of
the Legislative Department may for the pur-
poses of a publie censure, and without any

| view to legislation or impeashment, take ap,
' eonsider, and decide upon, the official acts

of the Execative. But in no part of the
such responsibility; and in no part of that
instrument is any such power conferred on
either branch of the Legislature.

T he justice of these conclusions will be
illustrated and confirmed by a brief analysis
of the powersof the Senate, and a compari-

powers.
The high functions assigned by the con-

gtifation to the Senate, are in their nature
either Legislative, Executive or judicial. It
is only in the exercise of its judicial powers,
when sitting as a Court of tmal of Impeach-
ments, that the Senate is expressly anthori-
ved and necessarily reqnired to consider and

i

1

| that in doing so he violated both.

l

pressed must také the form of some appro-

priate I.nglalnure ot Executive act.

ced, discussed “and passed, not as a joint,
but as a separate resolution. It asserts no
Legislative power, proposes no Legislative
action and neither possesses the form nor any
of the attributes of a Legislative measure.—
It does not appear to have been entertained
or passed, with any view or expegiation of
i18 issuing in a law or joint resolution,or in
-the repeal of any law or joint resolation, vr
in any other Legislative action.

Whilst wanting both the form and sab-
stance of a Legislative measure, it is equally
manifest, that the resolution was not justifi-
ed by any of the executive powers conferred
on the Senate. "These powers relate exclusive-
ly to the consideration of treaties and nomi-
nations tooffice; and they are exercised in se-
cret session, and with eclosed doors. This
resolution does novapply to any treaty or

nomination, and was passed in a public ses-
sion,

Nor does this proceeding in zny way be-
lung to that class of incidental resolutions
which relate to the officers of lhe Senate, to
their chamber, and other appertenaaces, or
to subjects of order, and other matters of the
like nature—in all which either House may
lawfally proceed without any eo-operation
with the other, or with the president.

Oon the contrary the whole phraseology
and sense of the resolution seem to be judi-
cial. Its essence, true character, and only
practic al effect, are to he found in the con-
duet which it charges upon the President,
and in the judgment which it pronounces on
that conduct. The resolation, therefore,

though discussed and adopted by the Senate
in its legislative capacity,is, in its office, and
in all its characteristics, essentially judicial.

T hat the Senate pussesses a high judicial
power, and that instances may occur in which
the President of the United States will be
amenable to it, 1s undeniable. But under the
provisions of the constitation, it wonld seem
to be equally plain that nefther the President
nor any other officer can be rightfully sub-
jected to the operation of the judicial power
of the Senate, except in cases and under the
forms prescribed by the constitution,

The constitution declares that ““‘the Presi-
dent, Viee President, and all,eivil officers of
the United States, shall be removed from

office on impeachment for, and convietion of

treason, bribery, or other high crimes and
misdemeanors®—that the House of Repre-
sentatives “shall have the sole power
of impeachment”—that the Senate *shall
have the sole power to try all impeachments™

—that **when sitting for that purpose, they |

shall be onoath or affirmation”—that “*when
the President of the United States is tried,
the Chief Justice shall preside”—that “no
person shall be convieted without the con-
currence of two-thirds of the members pre-
sent”—and that juodgment shall not extend
{urther than to remove from office, and dis-
qualification to hold and enjoy any office of
honor, trust, or profit, under the United
States.”

The resolution above quoted, charges in
substance that in certain proceedings relating
to the publie revenue, the President has
usurped authority and power not conferred
upon him by the constitution and laws, and
Any such
act constitutes a high erime—one of the
highest indeed,which the president can com-
mit—a crime which justly expuses him to
impeachment by the House of Representa-
tives, and upon due conviection,to removal
from office, and to the complete and immuta-
ble disfranchisement preseribed by the con-
stitution.

The resolution, then, was in substance an
impeachment of the President; and in its
passage amounts to a declaration by a tajor-
ity of the Senate,fhat he is guilty of an im-
peachable offence. And ad such it is spread
upon the journals of the Senate—published
to the nation and to the world——made a part
of our enduring archives-=gnd incorporated
in the History of theage. The punishment
of removal from office and future disqualify-
cation, does not it is true, follow this decis-
ien; nor would it have followed the like de-

- cision, if theregular form of proceeding had

son of their recent proceedings with those | did not concur in the resalt.

been pursued, because the requisite number
But the moral
influence of a solemn declaration, by a ma-
jority of the Senate, that the accused is guil-
ty of the offence charged upon him, has been
as effectually secured, as if the like declara-
tion had been made upon an impeachment
expressed in the same terms. Indeed, a grea-
ter practical effect has been gained, because
the votes given for the resolution though

|

|

|

ers, but of the assumption of powers pot l‘he Seénate could have no right to infer that

conferred by the constitution and laws, but

| ia derogation of both, and notliing is sugges-
The regolation in.question was introda-

ted to exeuse. orpalliate the turpitude of the
act. In the absence of any such excuse, or
palliation, there is gﬁj”’ room for one infer-

ence; M’ﬁl%jhl the intent was nnlaw-

ful and corrapt. Besides, the resolation not
only eontains mmiugnmg suggestion, bat

-on the contrary,it holds up the act complain-

ed of as justly obnoxions to censure and rep-
robation: and thus as distinetly stamps it
with impurity of motive, as if the strongest
epithets had been used.

The President of the United States,there-
fure, has been, by a mijority of his constitu-
tional triers, acecused aud found gailty of an
impeachable offence; bat in no part of this
pruceeding have the ditec tions of the consti-
tutivn been observed.

The impeachment, instead of being pre-
ferred and prosecuted by the House of Re-
presentatives, originated in the Senate, and
was prosecuted without the aid or concur-
rence of the other House. 'Theoath or af-
firmation preseribed by the eonstitution, was
not taken by the Senators;~the Chiefl Justice
did not preside; no notice of -the charge was
given to the accused; and no opportunity af-
furded him to wespond to the accusation, to
meset his accusers faca te face, to eross exam-
ine the wilnesses, }u procure counterac ting

testimony, or to be heard in his defence.—

1'he safe-guards and formalities which the
constittion has connected with the power of
impeachment, were doubtless supposed by
the framers of that instrument to be essential
to the protection of the public servant, to the
attainment of jusiice, and to the order, inspar-
tiality and digmty of the procedure. T'hese
safe-guards and formalities were not only
practically disregarded, in the commence-
ment and conduct of these proceedings, but
in their result,I find myseif convicted, by
less than two-thirds of the members present,
of an impeachable offence.

In vain may it be alleged in the defence of
this proceeding that the form of the resolo-
tion is not thatof an impeachment, or of a
judgment thereupon; that the punishment
pregcribed 1n the constitution does not follow
its adoption, or that in this case no impeach-
ment i8 to be expected from the House of
Representatives. It is because it did not as-
same the form of an imoeachment, that it is
the more palpably repugnant to the constito-
tion; for it is through that form only that
the President is judicially resp onsible to the
Senate; and thoogh neither removal from of-
yet it
:8 not to bepresumed that the framers of the

i
constitution considered either or both of

fice nor futare disqualification ensues,

those results, as constitating the whole of
the punishment they prescribed.
ment of guilly by the highest tribunal in the
Union; the stigma it would inflict on the of-

fender, his family and fame; and the perpet-
ual record on the journal, handing down to
future generations the story of his disgrace;
were doabtless regarded by them as the bilt-
terest portions, if not the very essence, of
that puuiahment. S:u far, }herefure, as som
of its most material parts are coneerned, the
passage, recording, and promulgation of the
resolution, are an attempt to bring them on
the President, in a manner unaothorised by
the constitution. ‘To shield him-and other
officers who are liable to impeachment, from
consequences so momentous, except when
really merited by official delinquences; the
constitution has most carefully guarded the
whole process of impeachment, A majority
of the House of Representatives, must think
the officer guilty, before he can be charged,
Two-thirds of the Senate must pronounee
him guilty, or he is deemed to be innocent.
Forty. six Senators appear by the journal to
have been present when the vote on the res-
alution was taken. H,after all the solemni-
ties of an impeachment, thirty of those Sena-
tors had voted that the President was guilty,
yet would he have been acquitted; but by
the mode of proceeding adopted in the present
case, a lasting record of conviection has been
entered up by the votes of twenty-six Sena-
tors, without impeachment or trial; whilst
the constitution expressly declares that to
the entry of such a judgment an accusation
by the House of Representatives, a trial by
the Senate, and a concurrence of two-thirds
in the vote'of guilty, shall be indispensable
purequhttel.

no impeachment was intended. On the con-

| trary, every legal and rational pruumptiﬂl
“on their part onght to havebeen, that if there

|

The judg- |

|

= —

was good reason to believe him guilty of an

impeachable offence, the House of Represen--

tatives would pr&rﬁ@iu‘constilulimﬂ_ dnty;,_-l'
by arraigning the offender before the justice
of his ecountry.

The contrary presomption
would.involve an implication derogatory to
the integrity and honor of the Represen-
tatives of the -people. But suppose the
suspicion thus implied were actually enter-
tained, and for good cause, how can it justify
the assumption by the Senate of powers not

conferred by the constitution?

It is only necessary to look at the condition
in which the Senateand the President have
been placed by this proceeding to perceive its
utter incompatibility with the provisions and
the spirit of the constitution,and with the
plainest dictates of humanity and justice.

If the House of Representatives shall be
of opioion that there is jost ground for the

| censure pronounced upon the President, then

will it be the solemn daty of that House to
prefer the proper accusation, and to cause
him to be brought to trial by the constitution-
al tribunal. But in what condition would he
find that tribunal® A majority of its mem-
bers have already considered the case, and
have not only formed but expressed a delib-
erate judgment upon its ments. It is the
policy of our benign system of jarisprudence,
to secure in all crimminal proceedings, and
even in the most trivial litigations,a fair,

| unprejudiced and impartial trial, And sarely

it eannot be less important that such a trial
should be secured to the highest officer of
the Government,

The eoastitution makes the House of - Re-
presentatives the exclusive judges,in the
first instance, of the question, whether tfie
President has committed an impeachable of-
fence. A majority of the Senate; whose in-
terference with this preliminary question,
has, for the best of all reasons, been studious-
ly excluded, anticipateé the action of the
Hoose of Representatives, assame not only
the function which belongs exclusively to
that bady, but convert themselves into accu-

sers, witnesses, counsel and judges, and pro-
judge the whole case.

Thus presenting the
appalling spectacle, in a free state, of judges
going through a labored preparation for an
impartial hearing and decision, by a previous
ex parle investigation and sentence against
the supposed offender.

There is no more settled axiom 1in that

government whence we derived the model of

this part of our constitution, than that “the
Lords cannot impeach anv to themselves, nor
join in the accusation, because they are judg-
es.”” Independently of the general reasons
on which this rule is founded, its propriety
and importance are greatly iocreased by the
natare of the impeaching power. The pow-
er of arraigning the high officers of Gov-
ernment, before a tribunal whose sentence
may expel them from their seats and blind
them as infamons,1s eminéntly a popular
remedy—a remedy designed to be employed
for the protection of private right and publie
liberty, against the abuses of injustice and
the encroachments of arbitrary power. Bag
the framers of the censt itution were also un-

doubtedly aware, that this formidable instra- |

ment had been, and might be abused: and
that from its very nature,an ifipeachment
for high ciimes and misdemeanors, whatever
might be its result, would in most” cases be

accompanied by so muech of dishonor and re-

proach, solicitude and suffering, as to mgke

the power of preferring it, one of the highest
solemnity and importance.

It was due to
both these considerations, that the impeach-
ing power should be lodged in the hands of
those who, from the mode of their election
and the tenure of their offices, would most
accurately express the popular will, and at
the same time be most directly and speedily
amenable to the people.

The theory of these wise and benignant

intentions is in the present case, effectually |

| defeated by the proceedings of the Senate.

force.

The members of that body represent, not the
people, but the States; and though they are
andeubtedly responsible to tv.e States, yet,
from their extended term of leriice. the ef-
fect of that responsibility, during the whole
period of that term, must very much depend
upon their own impressions of its obligatéry
When a body, thus constituted, ex-
presses beforehand its opinion in a particular
case, and thus indirectly invites a prosecu-
tion, it not only assumes a power: intended

for wise reasons to be eqnﬁ_neﬂ to others, but |
shields the latter from that exclusiveand per-

gonal responsibility under which it was in-

an impeachment has not miy ‘been wholly

disregarded, but some of the first prineiples
'-? mun& right and enllglﬂmml iampn—

lation b lba Pm H'ﬁim; lbjfﬂdﬂlt
has assumed upon h ority and
power not conférred by the constitation and
laws.” [Itecarefully abstaios from spemfymg-b .=
what larws or what parits of the constitetion s
have been violated, Why was not the cer- F
tainty of the offence—“the nature and cause |
of the accusation”—set out in the manner re-

quired in the constitation, before even the

humblest individual, for the smallest crime,.

| can be exposed to condemnation? Such s

specification was due to the accosed, that he- -
might direct his defence to the real pointsof
attack; to the people, that they might clear-- iy
ly understand in what particalars their in-- 1
stitutions had beenjviolated; and to the trath

and certainty of our public annals. As the

record now stands, whilst the resolution. .
plainly charges upon the President at least e
one act of usarpation in “the late Executive R
proceedings in relation to the public reve- -
nue,” and is so framed that those Senators.
who believe that one such act, and only one, -
‘had been committed, could assent to it, its o
language is yet broad envogh ta inelude sev- g *
eral such acts; and so it may have been re-- .
garded by some of those who foted ok it.
But though the accusation is thus compre-
hensive in the censuresit implies, there is no- -
such certainty of time, place, or circumstance _
as to exhibit the particular conclusion of fact =
or law which induced any one Senator to.
vote for it. And it may well have happen-
ed, that whilst one Senator believed thn;
some particular act embraced in tﬁa
tion, was an arbitrary and unmmtiid'ﬁm:k
assumption of power, others of the majority
may have deemed that very act both consti-
tetional and expedient, or if not expedient,
yet still within the pale of the censtitation: Ty
And thus a majority of the Senators may |
have been enabled to coneur, in a vague and.

undefined accusation, that the medent' in =
the course of ““the late Executive proceedings

in relation to the public revenue,” had vio--

lated the constitotion and laws; whilst,if a- | :
separate vote had been taken in respect to i
each particular act, included within thegen- =
eral terms, the accusers of the Presidens- ol
might, on any such vote, have been found in

the minority.

Still forther to exemplify this feature of:
the proceeding, it is important to be remarks- :
ed, that the resolution, as originally offered’ %
to the Senate, specified, with adequate pre-

cision, certain acts of the Pw&idant, which

-

| it denounced as a violation“of the gﬁlt{m-

tion and laws; and that it was not'ﬂnﬁl the
very close of the debate,and when, plrhapl,

it was apprehended that a roajority might not e
I*sualam the specific accusation contained in : =l
it, that the resolution was so modified as to |
assume its present form. A more striking
illustrationof the'soundness and necessity of

the raules which forbid vague and indefinite 1
generalities, and require a reasonable cer- =y
tainty in all judicial allegations, and a more- 3
glaring instance of the violation of those- |
rules, has seldom been exhibited. .

In this view of the resolution it mast cer-

tainly be regarded, not as -a vindication of .
any particular provision of the law ‘or the
constitution, but simply as an official rebuke
or condemnatory sentence,too general and
indefinite to be easily repelled, but yet suffi-
ciently precise to bring into discredit the &
condact and motives of the Executive. Bat -2
whatever it may have been intended to ac- § o
complish, it is obvious that the vague, gene- gt
ral, and abstract form of the resolution, is in :
perfeet keeping with those other departures .
from first principles and settled improve-
ments in jurisprodence, so properly the  boast
of free countries in modern times. And it ia .
‘vot too much to say,of the whul&aﬁ, these
proceedings, thatif they shall be approved

[

i

laws were clear] y mlthm thl :
Executive mthnrity They
missing

and sustained by an intelligent peopls, then .-
| will that great contest with arbitrary power,

~which had established itastatutes, in bills of
rights, in sacred charters,and in constitu-
tions of Government, the right of every citi-
zen, to a notice before trial, to a hearing be-
fore conviction, and to an impurtial tribunal
for deciding on the charge, have besn wagod
in vain.

If the resolution had bdnn left in itl ot
ginal form, it is not to be presumed that it
gould ever have received the assent of a ma-

jority of the Senate, for the acts mm-p-
‘cified as violations of the con

the late Secretary of m ' '

[l [l
[ -

because he would not, contrary te
| of hisown duty, remove the 1 2

- not sufficient to aunthorise a jodgment of Whelherm‘not an lmpaauhmant was to be

tended to bes exercised, and reverses the oney
ex pectad From the House of Rapreumati ves, whole echeme of this part of the'constitution, | {7, Siates in dg?u[u with tlmgﬂuk gf lhl |
| was a point on which the Senate had no con- i ‘Sueh would be some of the objections to | United States and ttlbnnﬁhuh mim'mi ; e

intrusted to my care,by all means consisteny | decide upon the conduct of the President,or = "% s
guilty on an 1mpeachment, were numerous

w lawful powers, with the rights ¥ any other public officer. Indirectly howev-
with my own lawful p gnis Lany P enough to carry that resgolution,

_ | : t
of o‘thérs, and with the genius of our civil in- | er, as has already been suggested, it may | Ly | 1 cor
ey | frequeéntly be called on to perform that office. ‘T'hat the resolution does not expressly al- | stitutional right to upwnlnw, and in respeot this procedure, even if it were admitted that = with the President’s opinion; mi‘lf".f in

. #Ypas—Messre. Bibb, Black, Calhoun, | Cases may occur in the #ourse of its Legis- ledge that the assumption of power and au- | 14 which, even had it possessed the spirit of there is just ground for imputing to the | his mﬂ“‘ht such reme __
Clay, Glaytnn Ewing,Frelinghuysen, Kent, | 1ative or Execative proceedings, in which it thority, which it condemns, was intentional | prophecy, its anticipations would have fﬂr_ *%Prnldcnt the offences ehlrgad in the resolu- has been done.” But as no aﬁﬂ',

"~ Knight, Leigh, Mangum, Naudain, Poindex- may be indispensable to the proper exercise ~and corrupt i8 no answer to the preeedlug nished no just ground for the procedure, tion. But, if], on the other hand, the House “tion hae Mﬂhﬂaﬂaim

fl
7

ik otz

_ter, Yorter, rm“”’ reston, Rﬂblm’ D | of its powers, that it should inguire into, and view of its character and effect. The act of ngmuﬁfu .hg]] hggf o ion ﬁn! ihlﬂ' ' - f' {' = C
ot bea .anh Suutha;digntg“li?;g;ﬁta'ﬁl‘nm- decid:;pm. the conduct of thqa President or thus eondemned, necessarily implies volition Adm““;“‘ that there was reason (o believe ~there is no reason for ch Ft‘:ﬂn upon Pgm * principally refer #'”J 2E JEi:
Avs—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Forsyth, | gther public officers; and in every such case, ' and design in the individual to whom it is that a violation of the constitation and laws .o oog ahalt therefore deem ii improper to tﬁ;md‘ iﬁ SCUSH EaF J 0 e
, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, of its constitatioaal right to do so is cheerfully imputed,and being unlawfal in its character, *"d been ‘“‘“‘“3 “"“““‘“"' by the P""i‘ prefer an impeachmen t, tmfm mo vlﬁl-'f';__} ' L Tirpecell
Ala, Kiog, of Ga, Linn, Meens, ,Tﬁf;’ sonceded. But to authorise the Senateto en~ the legal conclusion is, that it was prompted dent, still it was the duty of the Senate, 83 tign of privilege as it respects that House, of | de P~

Morris, Robinson, Shaw:;‘T:llnanﬂge
l

i 11T 5
’
|

|y |

m White, Wilkins,

ter on supka tﬂk in its Lu;aslmu or Ex 1 by imprapdr motives, and cuxpmluad with his lﬁh mwmﬁﬁd j@j&q to I‘lu fﬂ‘ ﬂl jmﬁuu it reg

= l'-ll:lll-. I : L]

g S
|




