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SIXbix LITLELITTLE ON THE
rFENDERerlellDER

in my heart thorothreth ro alveth a picture
of a9 kitchen rude and ollold t

where the firelight tripped oonoenberthethe ratterrafter
and reddened the roods brown mould

glidinggilding thilthe steam ol01 the kettle
that hummed enan the toot worn heabeahearthrihrib

throughout all the livelong eveningeveningt
itsat measure of drowsy mirth

because ol01 three light shadow i

that frescoed that irudecruderude oldoid roomtoom
t the s that echoed

up lidmild1 iid thetha rafters gloom
because efof thathe reetleet on the fendertender

whitowhite little feet
theTho thought of that dear old kitchen

are to me BOso fresh and sweet

whid ihogho farst dash at the window
tolls of thetho coming

ohlohi where arochearo the fair youngtoung facasfaces
that crowcrowdedcrowdelldeil against the panepanet

while bits of firelight stealing
thairtheir checks between

when sf gallaglingoutexit inla darkdarknessnesi
in of silver sheenskee

two of thetha feet grew weary
daydayl

andano iwa tindtied ththemchemem with snowwhiteenowsnow whitewhito ribrih

them by thethothomayway
therethorp clay on thefhe fendertender

veary night
dorthoeorfor thetho fousou feet had tracked it

wromfrom grave on the bright huahus
I1 height

hohf why on evening
ahilahll evening of0 raiarain and electsleet

reatheat my feet all alonealono on the hearthstone
obiohiobiohi where are those otherother leetfeet

are they treading the pathway of virteevirtue
that will bring ugus together above

or have they madenade steps that will dampen
A bisters tirtirelesselesseleEs love
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AMERICAN
democratic ADDRESS

I1

to the people of hethe united states
t

washington 5 at a caucus
ozitheof the democratic members of the
Houseof representatives held on
tbthee march 1877 in the hall
of the house the following address
was unanimously adopted

14LLQ4C chairmanchiy B BANNING
N

secretariesat a meeting of thetho members of
tuethenational DemocraticCommittee
heldbed onan the 3rdard day of march 1877
the following address was unani-
mously I1 I1adopted

AAL EB HEWITTheiwtt chairmanCnairman
FX 0 secretary

topTP thetho american emplepeople weive
submit to the
ingirig geviejeview of the events which
havehaxe resulted inire the declaration
that rutherford B hayes him beenboen
elected PrepresidentsidenasiderA of the united
states

in thothe late political canvass two
facts stood out prominently

first the republican party true
to its sectional nature sought to
unify thetho north against the solid
southbouth and while engaged in that
effort it waswaa striving to make good
its probable losses in the north by
dividing the votes of the south
this division it sought to detect by
unconstitutional use of the army in
south carolina florida and louis-
iana

second troops were sent tofo
these states when there was neither
Iniintinvasion nor domestic insurrectionoil
to require them with legislatures
easily tollo be convened the only
demand for their presence was
madeinde by thetho statestale executive the
elections in these states therefore
were held in thetiie shadow of mili-
tary the bayonets glisten-
ed at the polls in depositing their
ballots the citizens enjoyed only
such liberty as the army permitted
in other states the elections were
unusually peaceful immediately
afterwards the result showed that

tilden electors had been chosen
of the whole popular vote they re-
ceived a majority of more than a
quarter of a million and of wathatt
Caucaucasianculan racetace which controls
every other christian and civilizedd
governmente antofof the world they reret

majority of more than one
milliorikrit on the day succeeding
the election it was announced by
the chairman of the republican
nationalibi committee that tilden
andl hayes electors hadhild been
chosen nothing had then been
learned of the election excepting
thetho vote actually cast it has

never since been disputed that by
that vote the majority of the til-
den electors had been appointed
such announcement therefore
could only have been made in pur-
suancebrance of an arrangement to
change the vote shown to have
been given by the people we
charge that after the true result
had beeneen proclaimed a conspiracy
was formeaformed by the republican lead
era to reverse the decision made at
the polls the field chosen forthefor the
devedevelopment of the conspiracy was
the estates afpf florida and louisiana
the personspersona to act with the origi-
nal conspirators were the governors
and members of the returning
boards of those states the field
was well chosen the state effommofficersiders
selected were suitable persons for
the work to be done for more
than ten yyearsears those statestates have
been subjected to Governgovernmentsmentsmenta not
of their choice taxation and

had robbed
them of their substance and well
nigh destroyed their spirit and
hope the army of the united
states had been freely used to
maintain those governments inid
theintheir acts of corruption and usurpa-
tion it was believed that its ser-
vices would aid jn the designed
conspiracy the names of the of-
ficers depended upon are marcellus
L stearns samuel 33
claytonaclay ton A cowgill of florida and
william pitt Kellogff J madison
wells thomas B anderson E
Cassanave and J B kenner of
louisiana these men were not
strangersntrangers to the american people
they had before usurped authority
the returning inboards of those states
badhad made themselves bywords in
the land the governors were
known to be pretenders if there
were two names dishonored in gen-
eral estimation they were the
namisnames of william pittritt kellogg and
JT madison wells to such men
was the work of consummating the
conspiracy confided they entered
upon their task with alacrity ad-
vised and encouraged by the lead-
ing visiting republican statesmen
of the north they took each step
with deliberation and apparent
regard for law before the election
in louisiana william pitt kellogg
and his subordinates assumed the
exclusive control of the execution
of the registry law they refused
registration to thousands entitled
to it and added thousands to the
lists who had no right to vote

on the day of election the polls
were managedmanasmawad by Offielofficialsalsais appoint-
ed by the governor these vereywereywere
in nearly every instance members
of the republican party united
states marshals swarmed at evryevery
precinct when thought necenecessaryesary
under the pretencepredencepre tence of preserving
peace but lain fastfact to intimidate the
voters ballot boxes wereworb stuffed
in the interest of the republican
candicandidatesdittes rollpoll books were faistfalsi-
fiedfiednied in some instancesandandaud then re-
turned to the canyascanvascanvassinging board
while in other cases the le turris
giving democratic majorities were
withheld from the canvassers alta
gether

after thothe returns hadbad been deliv-
ered to the boardbeard they remained in
I1itits ppossession0I1 assion and while they were
openopeneded with its consent the
originalna1 papers were abstracted
and false ones substituted in
their stead when the returns
were openedopenedthetho board with an ap-
pearancepearance of faifalfairness permitted per
sons representing both parties to be
present but when the decision was
mademado as to what should bobe coun
ted secret sessions were held
fronifrom which every democrat was ex
eluded although the law constitut-
ingng thehe board required that it should
be composed of representatives of
both political parties in counting
the votes it exercised powers not
conferred by the statutes and in
the most flagrant disregard of truth
and justice the members of the
board changed the poll books
so that the choserepublican officers
appeared to be chosen when their
opponents hadbad in fact been elected
they forged thothetho names of offommmeersofficers
to the certificates of they
threw out the votes of precincts
upon affidavits which they knew
hadbad been fraudulently returned in-
deed they themselves ordered false
affidavits to be made hundreds of
miles from the places in which they
purported to have been taken in
order that their decision might ap-
pear justified which they had in
advance determined totd make they
arbitrarily threwthrow out votes where
there was no preliminary statement
from the commissioners of election
to give them jjurisdictionurisdIctIon they cor-
ruptly in order to elect theirtheir favor-
ites and to correct the mistakes of
certain republicans in voting for

electors added to the listhat of votes
which had never been cast while
considering the case the members of
the board endeavored to enter into
negotiations with both the re-
publican and democratic national
committees to sellbell their decision
naifhalf nillionwi dollars waswaif the price
asked and not obtaining it they
tried to bargain with the leading
democrats of louisiana to elect thothe
state ticket of their party J
madisonmadleon wells with the approval
of thomas C andersonAndernonereon 1offeredgredtred to
elect nicholls and tifethe state ticket
for cash in hand the
money was nolnok paid negotiations
were then renewed if everover broken
oarloffidithwith the leadoraleader of the republi-
can partydarty the resultresift was deodeclaredlared
in its favor the chief conspirator
cmadisonJMadIson wells admitted that helid
had beenbedri paid by thatthiet organization
norfor his decision

1 iniii florida we samebame frauds char-
acterized the returns and by the
action of the returning board votes
were thrown out with the same
disdisregardickard of JIjusticeustice besides in
that state itjt refused to regard the
order of a court of competent junisjurisurisei

diction and proceeded in the mostmoat
defiant contempt of judicial author-
ity in thisthi mandermanner moremoie thanthin
ongone hundred thousand tilden votes
were thrown out in florida and
more than ten thousand in louisi-
anaahiaafia the votes of those states in
consequence of the conspiracy
which in fact had been eastcast airfor
tilden were given tto hayes the
only excuse for this outrageous re-
versal of thetho judgment ofor the people
Is had been
tided by the whiteswhiles against the
blacksblacka where the votes were thrown
out whether this intimidation confcom
belled somebome persons to vote against
their will or prevented some from at-
tendingtending the pollsit aufordafford edin eith-
er

elth-
er gasecasecadeno justification for the delib-
erate rejection ofot thetwe ballots by the
returning boards but the statute
louisiana only authorized the
of intimidation in cases where
utiilichargesarges of violence were made in
writing by the commissioners
the election on the day the
was held these charges were to
bp enclosed to the board in envel-
opes containing the returns in a
fwfew cagescabescases were the charges made as
required in the rest evidence was
received without a proper founda-
tion having been laid

the evidence received consisted
in the main of affidavits written
out by clerks employed by the re-
turning board without ever having
been seen by the personspersona purporting
to verify them or the officers pur-
porting to certify to them
was therefore no adequate proof
intimidation it may be
here that the temptation to kel
Ipggandgland hlahia returnreturninghig board

to manufacture cases
intimidation for it was only in
that thatthab the borit
could be overthrown and thithe Ccon-
spiracy

on
spiracT be successfulfulfui

ii not lallpail to call theatthe at-
tention of the danger-
ous effect of the doctrine gf Irit imiaimlA
dation in it dis
from voting nothot only parties to t
act of intimidation but all
who have voted at theihu samewithe pre-
cincts with themthein two
may conclude to make a case of in-
timidationtimidation and thereby causebause a
parish casting thousands of votes
be rejected it makes elections
farce it takes the power fronifrom
people to rest in the ze
boardboards it enables the latter to im-
poseose the severest political penalties

isdisfranchisement without
persons punished an oppor-

tunity of hearing or trial the re-
publicpbublic deserves to lose its liberties
if it tolerates such outrages for an
hour by this disregard of lawlawn
disobedience of courts and con-
tempt of the rights of voters by
their frauds corruptionscorruptions and asur
lationspations by their bribriberiesbribeberlesriesrles prejudi-
ces and forgeries did the
torstora obtain certificates of election
for the republican candidates inlu tiiethe
souGousouthernbouthernthern states named promfrom the
day that certificates werewore issued to
the hayes electors in louisiana andaud
florida the country has been filled
with unprecedented excitement
the people have done little else
than engage in discussions as toio the
fraudulent conduct of ithe returning
board in this condit lopiop of ammaaffaaffairsiryirp
Pubusinesssiness has beenbidi

leave Vgenerally sus-
pended failures have beenheeneen frequentianaand prostrationpo seized upon
every interest in thelandthetho land

when this was at
height congress assembled
of itsita duties was to count the elec-
toral votestotes of thetho states
florida andnud louisianaLouliouislanasiana with
view of facilitating the count
providing for the peapeacefulcebul perporperformforn

ance of itsita duty by congresoCon gresgrea the
bill was passedpawed creating an electo-
ral commission by that law the
commission was to ascertain the
true and lawful vote of every state
in this labor it was to exercise as
to the hearing of evidence the ex-
amination of paperspapers such power as
congress or eitherelther house of con-
gress pospossessedsessied in the belief that
the evidence would be heard and
that the settlement of the disputedd
question cf facts would be fairly
reached Ccongress and people aaac-
cepted the commission how that
confidence has been disappointed
how thothe decision has been madefilide
based upon the refusal to consider
the unfortunate questioni of iiailsdis-
pute ia18 well known to the ceantry
when the certificates from florida
and louisiana were opened and
submitted to thetho twotyro houses objec-
tions were filed to those presented
by the hayes electors among
other grounds of objection it was
urged that these certificates had
been fraudulently and edcorruptlyraptly
issued by thutha returning boards and
the executives of these states and
ast ahefhe result of conspiring between
them and the electors claiming to
hayebaye been chosen that suchauch certifi-
cates have in violation
of0 the ialawsosofof the respective States
and that some of the electors named
therein were ineligible by express
provision of the coconstitution ofine
united states when these objec-
tions were made for consideration
before the commission proof was
0offeredfored to the commission to sus-
tainin them and the commission by
aivete of eight to sevenbeven refused to
receive the testimony offered ex-
cept as to the ineligibility of a sin-
gle member in florida it was
voted in the case of
the commiscommissionsionBion would not have
evidence tto9 show that the returning
board was an unconstitutional body
thitthat it waswaa not organized as the
law required at the time the vote
was canvassed that it had no juris-
diction to canvass the electoral
vote that the charges of riot and
intimidation were false that thetho
returning board knew the fact that
certificates were corruptly and
fraudulently issued and as a result
of the conspiracy andaud that theme
vote of the state never had been
compiled pror canvassed

the same rulinrulingsgs were made sub-
stantiallyly in the cause of florida
the commission also refusnefusrefuseded tto
hearbear proof that at the time 0of the
election of south carolina anarchy
prevailed destroying the republican
form of government in that state
that troops were retained therethern in
violation odthe constitution to in-
terfere with free cholchoichoicecebycobyby ejection
BOso that the lawful vote of that
state could not be known

against these decidecisionsdecladecia ionsalons we pro-
test mostblost earnestly in the name of
a free republican government in
the arstfirst place they struck anatala fatale
alqblowhioww at the constitutionalal powers
odtheof the two houses to count the
electoraleiegelep toral apte this power has
been exercised by bath houses
without dispute from the founda-
tion

1

of the governgovernmentmen t that evi-
dencedendedencee shshouldouid be reached in casescabes otof
contested electors seems clear the
milneprinciple haqham been maintained by
the ablest statestatesmensalen the country
ha prproduced0duce 0 it waswag a practice
connner to principle in the fcsecretecret
session notably in the camcase ol01

louisiana itself in 1869 and 1873
such evidently was the view
both houses at the present sesEessessionslonsion
when investigating
weresent to florida south caro-
linaA and louisiana to take testi-
mony and leporreportt as to the elections
in these fitatesstates it is difficult to
feeleeleesee heelnupon what principle this view
caneanan be basedased the duty of con-
gresskress iaIs to count thetho vote this
makes the enactment of the vote
to bobe counted this again makes
the determination of whatwhak is the
true vote anddistinguishing what
Is false from what iais true this re-
quires evidence the forms of law
inipressingimpressing the fact cannot be made
unless evidence bobe admitted forfoz if
fraudfraud possesspossesses0 thothe count how can
the success of falsehood be prprevent-
ed

event
if eithercither jury be denied the

action of the commisscommissionfoixloix disables
congress frowfrom performing a certain
constitutional duty
in the second place this decision
nilesmiles an article of the constitu-

tionionlon in section 1 article 4444 it is
provided that ianno0 benatorsenator lor repre-
sentativesentapenta tive or person holdanholdina i office
ofbf trust or profit under the united
states shall be appointed elector
afrothethe states choose electors wh
iarejare ineligible how cancau this provi-
sion betie made effectual the statetate
by its action hailavi refused to respect
it manifestly it can thenther onlyohly bob
enforced by the power authorized

to pass upon thetho veteveto3 which the
state has returned
in counting the vote must deter-
mine who are and who are not
eligible electors facts which can
only be ascertained by evidence
aliunde any other doctrine abro-
gates the previous construction iiandnd
in effect substitutes the followsfollowing

Benatora representatives andaliandalrdair
persons holding office 0 trust or
profit under the united mates may
be appoldappointedted electors f 41fi41V

in the third place the dopdoetriner
ignores all precedents andrulesand rules of
morals inju excluding evidence of
fraud submitted can 2

stand which is tarnished by fraud
it vitiates everything it annuls
every deed cancels every obliga-
tion annuls everyeveny contract boverfevermeverrever
bebses every judgment every tribue
nal however organized is bound
to regard every fraudulent trans-
action as a nullity however it inaymay
come before ttit whether directly inIII
an independent proceedproceedinginelne or col-
laterally the decision of thetho
highest tribunal if procured
through fraud should be treated aaas
ofbf no effect by the humbler court
in the land As said by a distin-
guished writer it matters not
whether the judgment impugned
hashari been pronounced by an inferior
or by the highest court of the landiland
but in all cases alike it is compe 1

tent for every coucountcourtt vhwhetherethenether ininferi-
or

ferifort
or superior to ireatgreattreat asas

any judgment that can be clearly
shown to have been obtainedobtainedbyaby
manifest fraud it remained for
this commission to declare that
there were certain tribunals which
could perpetrate fraud with imanimpun-
ity and that there was one courtcoult
which could not jay its hands upon
the fraud when brought before it
for review those exceptional tri-
bunals were thothe returning boards of
florida and louisiana that ex-
ceptional court Is the electoral
commission

fraud has found an entreentrench-
ment

richlich
from which it cannot be

driven in the contest forfon making
choice of the highest officer of the
greatest of republics A doctrine
more corrupting in its consequen-
ces more destructive of the purity
of electors and more threatening to
the perpetuity otaofaof a free government
cannot easily be suggested it is
sought to justify 1 this decision baby
an appeal to state sovereignty rherhoghothe
argument Is that as states choose
their electorsejectors in a sovereign ca-
pacitypsfelty their decision cannoocannot bewrowrere-
versed by any other authority this
proposition pushes to its furthest
limit the doctrine of stastatete rights
the theory of the most advanced
advocates of that school was only
that the statesstales were sovereign as
regardeddecideti the power ovenover tremthem
which was not delegated 1

it was conceded that the consti-
tution was supreme ththe0 power to
choose electors wonwouldld not rowerboweraye ex-
isted except for tbthe constitution
it wa therefore a delegated
power the legislature of thehe
statestata choose electorselectora by virtue ofbf
a constitutional provision it is a
duty tobeto be performed byhby estatestate
while in the Unionit cannot per-
form it before admission can it be
DOSnospossibleSiblesibie that thermthere igna 1power0ower irin
tthu union to detertdeterminenipe hohow the
alty liasilas beenbeon performed and
whether I1inn compliance with the
constitutional provisions to assert
this doctrine is to declare the abso-
lute independence of the statesStatestoto
denyderly the supremacy of the consti-
tution and to leaveleava the united
states powerless riagainst thetho fraud
or violence of the matesstates which
may forceforce a president upon the
people the power to review the
electoral colleges beemsseems necessarilyrily
to bes derived trfromom the nature otof a
confederatedfederatedooncon government if one
party to the compact possesses
powerpolder as to its subjectct matter
superior to thothe power cantedCK ted by a-
greementgreement the compact fallsfails for it
is impossibleimpossible for toetoo confederacy
tootoeteiten of its
individualn asto the power
committed to the confederation is
subordinate to thethy largest jurisjurls
lonion 0 the latteriatter

if for examplerasyasps in this case
one state sq itsts functions
astoas to a Jpre luentduentritlit in viola-
tion of tbe c0ns alt ii without any
power in the union 0o reiherevise its ac-
tiontion then the constitution was un
necessary for the delegation of pow-
ers and the nation may be govern-
ede in of thetho very instru-
ment which created it but what-
ever the powpower of congress as to
jothehe authority over the votes of elec-
torsa it laIs certain that notbouabound to treat jni vvildaallda fraudu-
lent certificateea1 it pixpin tiers not how
absolute the pop ovrr V nty ununderder
which suchbuch fraud perpetratedperpetrateditjt


