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WaAsHINGTON, D, C., 11.—The
Constitution of the United States]
did not fix the term of the office of
President pro éém. of the Senate;

executive business, the last ques-
tion being on the passage of the 3rd
resolution as reported by the com-
mittee; it was adopted, yeas 34,
nays 15." The question thenm being

| ou the resolution declaring that the

Hon. Thomas W, Ferry, SBenator
from Michigan, who was elected
President pro tem. of the Senate at
:the Jast session, is mnow President

he could be removed at any time
at the will of the appointing pow-
er, which was the Senate. He
thought the third resolution de-
clared a plain principle of law
which was binding on the Senate.
In reply to a question by Wallace
Edmunds said the power of the
Senate over its President pro tem.
could not be cut short by any act
of Cengress,
Wallace differed from the con-
clusions of the majority of the
committee; he argued that the
President pro fem. of the Senate
was an officer of the United States
as well as an officer of the Senate.
Morton argued that the general
law in regard to deliberating bodies
which elected their own officers
was, that'in the absence of any pro-
vision giving to them another pre-
siding officer, they might elect one
and remove him at pleasure,
Norwood asked if the President
of theé United States should die to-
day, would not the president pro
tem.of the Senate become President
of the U, 8.2 and if so, could the
Senate change him and elect an-
other man to-morrow to that office.
Morton said he was prepared teo
answer that question now. When
the daties of President of the U. 8.
devolved upon the President pro
tem. of the Senaté¥or Speaker of the
House of Representatives, it was an
open question whether he could be
removed by the Senate or House.
Kernan inquired if the President
of the United States should die and
the President pro fem.of the Senate
should enter upon the discharge of
the duties of the President, could
the Senate appoint a new president
pro tem.? 5035 1
Morton said that was one of the
difficulties surrounding the ques-
tion, and it was discussed when
the impeachment of President
Johnson was pending. - His (Mor-
ton’s) impression was that the Pres-
ident mpom of the Senate,
upon ing President of the
United States, would still be the
presiding officer of the.Senate and
would be compelled to discharge,
the duties of presiding officer of

| Edmunds suggested that it be
'wltzdrawn, as it was Inconsistent
with the 3rd resolution; besides,
Mr., Ferry was last elecled Presi-
dent pro fem. at this session, just
before the holiday recess.

Morton accepted the suggestion
of Edmunds and withdrew the 4th

resolution. Adjourned.

"HOUSE.

A bill was introduced by Elkins
for the admission of New Mexico
as a state, ~ |

Garfield commenced his remarks
by expressing his regret on the
course which the debate, especially
yesterday, had taken. Any onewho
read the repert of the speeches of
Cox and Hill would not suppose
that the House was diseuss'ng a
question of relieving men from po-
tlitical disabilities, he would rather
say that it was an arraignment of
the administration of the country.

If he had been ealled upon to pick |

out the words which coastituted
the topic of debate, he would have
picked out the openip s, paragraphs
of HilP’sspeech, in which be prayed
| that if the history of the past fifteen
years is anevidenee of the grace
and magnanimity of the republican
party the country mignt be spared
any future exercise of those virtues.
He desired to bring the House back
to the real issues before it, and in
doing so he stated the two pending
propositions, the one made by Ran-
dall and she other by Blaine. He
said - the speech made by Blaine
had been answered in the first
place by a speech by Cox, full of
| brilliant sallies, but it was like jok-
ing at a funeral; and, in the second
place by the sprech of Hill, which
arraigned not the republican party
alone but arraigned twenty-five
millions of people, arraigned the
history of the republie, arraigned
Leverything that was glorious in its
record and high and worthy in its
achievemeunts. He was deeply and

l

| painfully serry that such an ar-

raignment should bave héetnmade
on such arsubjects  He should try
to tﬁ responsible to the points made
by Hill. ‘

the Senate as well as those of Pres-| "He did not desire to hold Jeffer-
ident ot the United 'States. Re-|son Davis responsible for the rebel-
suming "his argument, he said the | lion; he did not believe in the dec-

President pro tem

Presideat of the United States;
when the duties of President de-
volved upon him hedid not be-

come - President of the United|tion was whether -he who was the

States, but simply discharged the
duties of that office for the time

ent tempore of the Hen-|[trine of vicarious atonement in
ate could not ever become Vice| human aflairs.. Davis was.no more.
guilty than any other wian who

went inte the rebellion with equal
light and intelligence. The ques-

head of the rebvellion practised in

.

very eyes of the chief head of the
Confederate Government.
'Referring to the order for the es-

| tablishment ef the Andersonville

prison, as qucted yesterday by the
gentleman from Georgia, he asked
- how was the order executed, and to
‘Whose hands was it committed? It
was cominitfed to the bands of
‘General Winder, a man of whom
the Richmond Eraminer said, the
day he took his departure for An-
dersonville,*“Thank God that Rich-
mond is at last rid of ¢ld Winder;
God bave merey on those to whom
he has been sent.’”’

~ Garfield then quoted some of the
testimony given on the Wirz trial,

the dead line, ete., and remarked
upon'it that in the midst-of a pine
country a place had been selected
which had a miasmatic marsh in
its midst, and a small stream’ of
water having been found the troops
had been stationed on it above the
stockade, so that it was defiled by
all the excrement of the camp be-
fore it reached the stockade. Be-

cruelty, and as if to negitive every
elause of the order, men had been
detailed to cut down every trée‘ify
.the inclosure, and left not a tree,
shrub or leal to show where a gar-
Lden or forest had been.

He then referred to the report
madé oy Col. Chandler, who had
been detailed to inspect Anderson-
ville prison, which was by Ad-
jutant-General Cooper submitted to
the Secretary of 'War, with the re-
mark that the e¢ondition of that
prison was a reproach tv the Con-

federacy, so that the knowledge of
its horrors had thus been brought
home to the 'political fatily of
Duvis. -But the aunswer. to Col.
Chandler was the issuing of an or-
der, a few days afterward, promot-
ing Winder to be Commissary-Gea-
eral of all prisons and prisoners
througheut the Confederacy; aond
when the commandiug’ general of
| the ‘army subsequently’ removed
Winder, Davis revoked the order of
removal, and endorsed on it that it
}was entirely uncalled for. The
British army had lost, in ten of the
great battles of the Napoleonie
war, ineluding Waterloo, not quite
130,000 men, but this Major Gener-
lal Windef, within his tersible pit
of death, frem April 1864 to “April
1€ itched into the awful treuch
the dead bodies of his prisoners to
the number of 12644, Asto HillPs
comparison of the atrocities of El-
| mira and Andersonville, he chal-
lenged 'any demoeratic meémber
from the neighborhood of Elmira,
Camp Douglasor Fort Delaware to
rise and say that any inhumanity
.had been practised there. No dem-
ocratic member doing so, he de-
nounced the assertion as fearfull
and awfully untirue. _
Platt read a telegram received by
bim from B. F. Tracy, late ecom~

the drea:l court of war the rules of | mander of the military post of El-

being. Morton argued thatf the
Speaker of the House of Represen-
tatives could bBe changed at the
pleasure of the' House. =

Thurman argued that if the Pres-
ident of the United States wassto
die and the President pro tem. of
the Senate accepted the office of
President of the United States, he

| it was as

war, whether in appealing to war
he obeyed the laws of war, or
whether he =0 violated the laws
of that higher tribunal as that he
did pot deserve permission to come
hack into his place in Congress,
That was the whole question, and
plain and fair a question
fir deliberation as had been ever
stated in the House. He wished it

could not preside over the Senate
any longer. |

After turther debate .by Alcern,|and without

Edmunds, Thurman, and others,
a vote was taken on the motion of
Thurman to .indefinitely postpone
the third resolution, and it was re-
jected, yeas 13, nays 36:
Whyte said bhe voted
nitely postponing it because he did
not think there was any practical
question in the resolution requiring
the action of the Senate, e then
submitted an amendment to the
third reselution so that the resolu-
tion would read — “Resolved that
the office of President pro tempore
of the Senate is held at the pleas-

for indefi- |

had been discussed without passion
passionate thoughts.

Coming down to Hill's denial of
the charges in regard to Anderson-
ville,he remarked that the charges,
whether just or unjust, were made
by the Government of the U. 8.,
and in that connection he quoted a
communication from the Secretary
of War in May, 1864, calling atten-
tlen to the condition of a large
number of federal prisoners who
had just returned, and arrived at
Annapolis, and stating that the
enormity of the erimes committed
against those prisouers was such
aud so well known to the eivilized

ure of the Senate until the happen-
ing of the A contingency,”  &ec.
Whyte said he meant to say hy
this amendment that the Senate

should have no power or coutrol|

over the President pro tem., after

he should be called to discharge |

the duties of President; the amend-
ment was rejected, ayes 18, nays 33.

|

world that it ought to be put on
record in some peérmanent form.
[t was then that ajoint committee
'of the two houses was appoiated,
which.¢committee had been charac-
terized by the gentleman from N.
Y. (Cox) asa hambuz committee,
and by the gentleman from Geor-
gla (Hill) as a partizan committee.

Stévenson gave notice that, after | There were four democratic mem-

the resolutions should be disposed
of, he would offer a resolution in-
structing the judiciary eommittee
to investigate the whele question
referred to in the debate, and report
such measures as would provide
against any contingency which
might possibly arise by the death
of the President, Vice-President
and President pro fem. of the Sen-
ate.

Thurman moved that the Senate

bers on that joint ‘ecomamictee and
they coincided in the report, which
was unanimous. That report de-
clared that it was clear from: the
evidence, that it was the deliberate
purpose of the autborities of the
rebel government 80 to reduce
those soldiers by deprivation of
food and e¢lothing that. they mught
he unfit to re-enter the ranks. A
laree namber of those prisoners had
come from Belle Isle and Libby,

mira, stating that facts justified
him (Platt), yesterday, in' his de-
nial of inhumanity or negleet in
the treatment of prisoners at E]-
mira. '

Walker rose on the democratic
side of the house, and stated that
he lived within 17 miles of - Elmira;
he endorsed the statement in the
telegram, (Applaus€on the repub-
lican side.) TRL

‘Hill disclaimed any purpose, in
his remarks yesterday, of charging
| inhumanity on anybedy about El-
mira, or anywhere else; he had
only read, yesterday, a letter from
the N. Y. World as evidence of the
eruelties inseparable from prison
life, and he had wound up the
‘statement by saying that the offi-
¢ial record showed the relative mor-
tality to be greatér among
southern prisonersat theNorth than
l-amqng the northern prisoners at the
South. AR

A member—*‘Do you eharge that
the mortality among the confeder-
| ate prisovers at ‘the North was ow-

mEIt._u cruelty?’’ |
| ndertake to say

Hill=“I do not u
towhat the mortality ou either side
of the line’ was attributable, I say
that it was attributable to those
‘horrors inseparable from. prison life
anywhere. and [ intended my point
against striving to work up these
horrors of the past and to keep
alive strife which ought to be bur-
ried. (Applause.) ;

Garfield remarked that even on
the testimony of the amonymous
letter read yesterday by Hill, the
post of Elmira had been located in
as healthy a place as there could be
found in the State of New York.
He called attention to the fact that
the place in which the confederate
prisoners who had died at Elmira
were buried had been enclosed and

proceed to the consideration of the| where they bad been under the|cared for by the administration,

0

as to the coudition of the stockade. |

gides that, in' the very excess of

the{

[-lm.ion instructiug the judiciary

. .

which had been characterized by
the gentleman from Georgia as a
malignant, ferocious administra-
tion, hating the South.

Hill remarked that at the last
time of d:corating the graves in
the Bouth the southern people
united with northern soldiers and
decorated in harmenious accord the
graves-of -fallen federals and con-
federates, ‘and it was becaure of
that glorious ' feeling that he pro-
tested against a renewal of the his-
tory of such horrors. (Applause.)

Garfield—'‘So do I, but who
brought it here?”” (Chorus from the
democratic members — ‘““Blaine,
Blaine.”)

Garfield said he wished thatsome
fraternal feeling could follow the
forty maimed Union soldiers whe
had recently lost their places about
 the House,

A discussion ensued on that
péintywhich developed a statement
on the democratic side that where-
as, out of 158 subordinate positions
in the last Heuse, only’ eirhteen
were filled by Union soldiers, and
in the present House, out of eighty-
| ive subordinate positions, twenty
<ix were filled by Union soldiers;
and alse a statemwnt on the other
side that in the present House post
office nine Union soldiers had been
dismissed and their places filled by
nine eonfederate saldiers.

Garfield, passing from that point,
proceeded to diseuss the question of
the exchange of prisoners; and to
relate its history and to give a de-
tailed account of the causes for the
{interruption of the exchange. He

showed that the eentral point of
| difficulty was in the derermination
of the Confederate Goygrnment and
people to exclude from'the common
rules. of war the officers and men of
the negro regiments, while on the
othier hand the government of the
Union had eommitted itself to the
declaration that the negro was a
man and not a chattel, that beiug
a man he had' a right to help
{to fight for the Unien, and
that being a soldier . the gov-
ernment was bound to see to
it that he was treated like a soldier.
He also quoted a passage from a
communication from Major Ould,
confederate agent, to General Win-
der, to the effect that the arrange-
ment for exchange worked largely
in their favor, as they got rid of
most-miserable wretches and receiv-
-ed baek some of the best material
he had ever seen. Commenting
on that letter, he referred. to it as
an' exhibition, not between par
nobile fratrum, but between par
diabolum. 'The object of the out-
rageous treatment of the priseners
at Andersonville had therefore been
to make Union soldiers so that
when exchanged they would be
valueless, It seemed incontrovert-
ible that the record adduced on
that subject was true, and Davis
having been the author of that ter—
lnihln work : at Andersonville, the
A meriean people still bold him to
he unfit to be admitted among the
Iﬂfiﬂfutﬂﬂﬂ of the nation.

marks. by Garfield, baving refer-
ence to army and navy officers who

had gone into the rebellion, he said;

they had added  to their other
erimes that of perjury in the eye of
the law. T80

The word was caught at and re-
sented. by Tucker, who said it re-

men, with whom the 'gentleman
tromm Oblio might be proud to be
classed as a peer. | |

Garfield explained that he had
merely said that thesé men were,
in the eyes of the law, guilty of
perjury, be bimeself had not made
the law or the dictionary. He con-
ciuded his speech with a peroration
in'whiceh he thanked God for peace,
tand for the fact that in the awful
flame of war slavery had heen burn-
el to death., |

Seelye followed in a few remarks,

adverse to that part of Blaine’s
| amendment which excludes Davis
from the amnesty, but favoring
tbat part of it which requires am-
nestied persons to take the oath of
allegiance. Faptr 2ha

Randall explained that that was
unnecessary, inasmuch as the bill
only removed such political disa-
bilities as prevented the holdiug of
office, and every person entering
on an office was obliged to take the
oath of allegiance., -
.. WASHINGTON, 13.
Idaho, offered a reso-

L]

| Bennelt of

committee to inquire into the ex-
pediency of incorporating into the
constitutional amendment a pro-
vision giving to citizens of organ-
ized Territories the right te vote for

n the eourse of some: further re- |4

flected on some of the noblest of |,

After a very exciting debate on
the Amnesty bill, Raudall moved
to refér the bill, with the ame.d-
ment offered by Banks requiring
an oath to be taken, but not ex-
cluding Jeflerson Davis, to the ju-
diciary committee,and it was so0 re-
ferred.

Jeflerson Davis had lost it by
his crimes, and the gentleman from
Pennsylvania proposed, in hot
‘haste and without debate and with-
out amendment, to drag every gen-
tleman in the House to say *‘aye”
or ‘‘no” on the bill, declaring Jef-
ferson Davis to be entitled, now
and heneceforth, to all the rights of
an American citizen. To that he,
Blaine, and those with him, dis-
sented. They were net seeking to
throw any other elemient of an in-
flammable  eharacter into the poli-
tics of the day; whatever of that
kKind had flown into the discussion
lay at the deor of the gentleman
fromm Pennsylvania and tho:e whe
stood with him. [t was not his
proposition to punish, but it was
not to honor, and while hé, Blaine,
and those with him, disclaimed
the intention or de~ign to puunish
Jeflerson Davis, they resisted the
proposition to honor him.

- He passed on te the diseussion of
the question in regard to the treat-
meant of Univn prisoners, and who
was to blame ftor preventing the
exchange of prisoners. The speech
of the gentleman from Ohio, yes-
terday, had left him literally no-
thing to say, the subject was ex-
hausted and the argument was un-
answerable, and he undertook to
say that, as yet, no gentleman had
answered one fact whieh the gen-
tleman from Ohie had alleged, and
that no one could answer them.
He (Blaine) should not therefore,
al any length, rest on that point.
But there was one allegation as to
a point in the history which he felt
it his duty,not merely as a member
of the republican party, but as a
citizen of the American Union, to
resist and reseut, and that was the
allegation in regard to the manner
the coufederate prisoners were
treated in the prisons of the Union.
The gentleman from Georgia, Hill,
had spoken one sentence in his
| speech—*‘] have also proved that,
with all the herrors which you have
wade such a noise about, as occur-
ring at Andersonville, greater hor-
rors, occurred in the prisous where
our troops were held.” He could
not but admirethe‘‘our”’and“your”
with which the gentleman com-
municated the decision; it ill com-
pared with his pretension to Union-
ism. It was certainly flinging the
shadow of the dead conledeiacy a
long way over the dial of the Na-
tional House of Representatives,
and I think the gentleman from
New York, Cox, fell into a little of
the same line. Mr.Hill says—‘‘And
the atrocities of Andersonville do
not compare with the atrocities of
Klmira, Camp Douglass or Fort
Delaware, and of all the atrocilies
at Andersonville and Elmira the
confederate authorities stand ac-
uitted.” '
Hill, who ocecupied a front seat on
the republican side,arose and said—
“I certainly did no such thing.
I stated that I brought no charge
against anybody, but that, accord-
ing to the gentleman’s logic, the
result followed.”

port

t

Blaine—‘*That is not the re
of the speech as he delivered it.””

Hill—*You are only quoting one
sentence out of its connection.”

Blaine—“I beg your pardon, I
am speaking of it as it appeared in
the Washington Chronicle and in
the Associated Press report. I do
not pretend to be bound by the
version of it which may appeax
hereafter in the Congressional Re-
cord, becauge I observe that the
gentlemap from N. Y., Cox, spoke
one speech and published another,
and 1 suppose the gentleman from
(Georgia will do the same I admit
that he has a difficult role to pla
to keep himself iu line with the Ny
Y. democracy and to keep himselr
in proper position for democratic
candidate as Senator from Georgia,
and it is a very difficult thiug to
reconcile the two. (Laughteron the
republican side ) The baruburner
demoecrats in 1853 found it very
hard to adhere to their anti slav-
ery principle in N. Y., and still
support the Pierce administration;
and Mr. Greely, with his inimit~
able humor, which was charaeteris-
tie of him, said they had a hard

| row to straddle, and that they were

like militia generals en parade day
in Broadway, who fouad it almost
an impossibility - to follow - the
musiec and keep ¢lear of the omni-
buses. And that is the ease with
the gentleman from Georgia, [

*dopted.

President and Vi e-President; a-

Concluded on page 812,



