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Mr. Gash. SRR LS
On motion, by Mr. Kelly,
The Senate adjourned.

THURSDAY, DeceEMBeErR 6TH, 1866.

Prayer by the Rev. R. S. Mason, D. D. =
Reports from standing and select commitiees were sub-

mitted and filed as follows, viz :

By Mr. Cunningham, from the Cominittee on Propositions
and Grievanc:s:

S. 24, bill to authorize the Justices of the County of Cum-
berland to fund the interest due on its Bonds issued in pay-
.ment of its Stock in the Western Rail Road, Wlth an qmend-

~ ment, recommending 1ts passage.
By Mr. Gash, from the Select Commlttee on the Peniten-

tiary :
S. 42, bill to establish a Penitentiary, recommending its

passage. Ordered to be printed.
By Mr. Leach, from the Joint Select Commlttee on the

Constitutional Amendment :

- S. 43, resolution rejecting the Amendment to the Constitu-
: tion of the United States, submitted as Article 14th with
. special report, as follows : ~
- The Joint Select Commlttee on Federal Re]atlons to which
was referred that part of the Governor’s message relating to
a communication from the Honorable Wm. H. Seward, Sec-
retary of State for the United States, covering an attested
~copy of a Joint Resolution of Congress, proposing a four-
- teenth Article as an Amendment to the Constitution of the
United States, to be submitted to this General Assembly for
_ratification or rejection, have had the same under conmderaf-

- tion, and ask leave to report :

The Committee, impressed with the importance of the sub-
jects embraced in the proposed Constitutional Amendment,
as affecting the Commonwealth of North Carolina not merely
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for the present, but, in all human probability, for ages to
come, have given the whole matter a careful and respectful
consideration, and now offer the reasons for; the conclusions
at which they have arrived. '

A number of radical changes in the fundamental law of
the country are proposed to be embraced in one Article, and.
to be accepted or rejected together, and i1f but one of thec,e
Amendments is disapproved, this General Assembly will be
under the necessity.of rejecting all ; leaving no alternative
of accepting some of the Sections in. the proposed Article
and rejecting others; and it is submitted that this mode .of
amending the Constltutlon of the United States is unwise,
and without precedent and ought not to find favor:in. any
portion of this great nation. 7 AR

The Committee entertain the ommon thut this propomtmn
h.as not been submitted in a constitutional manner, and in
pursuance of the forms prescribed. . by the Constitution.
North Carolina, and her ten sister seceding thdteﬂ have been
repeatedly recognized as States in th Union, by all the De-
partments of the Federal! Government, both dunng and since
the war. - Congress did this by the Resolutions of July, 1861,
which declared that ‘“the obﬁct of the war was not for any

~ purpose of conquest or subjugation, nor for the purpose of

overthrowing or interfering with the rights or established

institutions of those States but to defend aud mamtam the -
supremacy of the Constitution and to preserve the Union

 with all the dignity,: equa,ht} and rlghts of the several States_- ,

‘unimpaired.”. And again: by an Act apportioning ta"{atlon_, :

among _the States; by an Act assigning them  their respec-

tive numbers of Repreqentatlves by:an Act 2 at the last ses-
sion re-adj.sting the Federal Judicial Circuits; by accepting
as valid the assent of Virginia to the division of that State,

‘and thereupon establishing the State of West Virginia ;. and .

Ly other Acts.. The Judicia.y has recognized them by hear-

~ing and deciding causes carried up. from their Courts. . The -

. il

Executne has done so by approving the aforesmd Acts of e

Congress. = This recognition of them as States in the Union is
now repeated by the Federal Government, in submitting to,
them for ratification the pending proposition of. Amendment,

L2 ¥ "
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since only States in the Union can vote on such a question,
The Federal Constitution declares, in substance, that Con-
gress shall consist of a House of Representatives, c*ompmed
of members apportioned among the respective States in the
ratio of their population, and of a Senate, composed of two
members from each State.  And in the Article which concerns
Amendments, it is e'-':pu,sqlv provided that “no State, with-
out 1ts consent, shall be deprived of it~ equal f:uﬁmge in the
Senate.” The' contemplated Amendment was not pro osed
to the States by a Congress thus constituted. At the time of
its adoption, the eleven seceding States were deprived of rep-
“resentation both in the Senate and Ho 1se, although they all,
except the State of Texas, had Senators and Repregen’mtwm
duly elected and claiming their privileges under the Consti-
tution. In consequence of this, these States had no voice
on the important question of proposing the Amendment.
Had they been aliowed to gwe their votes, the pI‘OPORItIOIl'
~would doubtless have failed to command the required two-
. thirds majority. Had they voluntarily relinquished the ex-
“ercise of th ir right and prlvll ore 11 thm matter, as they ]md
done in‘the case of the late Amendment respecting slavery,
- they would, perhaps, be estopped from objecting to the regn-

v 0 lantv of the proceeding. But astheir Senators and Repre-

sentatives elect were seeking admission to their seats and
WEre depuved of them against their consent, the stleect i€
presentul in a different light.

If the votes of these Stateq are neceqqaw to a vahd ratifica-
tion of the Amendment, they were equall} necessary on the
questlon of propommr 1t to the States; for it would be dlfhcult
in the opinion of the Committee, to <-:how by what process in
Ioglc men of mtelhgence could arrive at a different conclu-

* gion. Aud it is submitted that this irregularity, in the initia-
twe step, would make the amendment of doubtful vahdltv '
“even if ratified. . It would certainly constitute a danﬂ*erous
precedent give rise to troublesome questions hereatter
remove the landmalks established by the fathers, and greatly
tond to diminish that regard for the sacredness of the Consti-
tutlon whlch all our people Gught ever to chensh
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The Committee are of the opinion that the 'Constitution
was not complied with in another purticular, in the manner of
proposing this Amendment. The third clause of section sec-
ond, article first, provides that ‘ecvery order, resolution, or
vote, to which the concurrence of the Senate and House of
Representatives may be necessary, (except on a question of
adjournment,) shall be presented to the President of the

United States, and ?;efore the same shall take effect it shall be
approved by h1m or being disapproved by him, shall be re-

passed by two-thlrds of the Senate and House of Represen- A

tatives, according to the rules and limitations prescribed in
the case of a bill.” A proposition to amend the Constitution
is certainly included in the terms of that provision, as being
a matter requiring the concurrent action of both Houses.
The pending Amendment, however, was never presented to
the President, for his approval or disapproval, but sent
 directly to the Department of State, to be transmltted thence ~
to the rer(,ctne States. R ~ - :

‘And. it is far from a satisfactory answer to this, to 82y that
because the proposition was originally passed by a two-thirds
majority. it need not be presented to the President, since his
disapproval could not affect it ; for his disapproval might af-
fect it when put upon its re-passoge, after he had returned it
with his objection—an occurrence not remarkable 1n the past
history of the government. And this re-passage over his velo
Dby the two-thirds majority 1s reqmred before any ‘“ order res-
olution or vote” of Congress can “{ake effect,” even though _
on its original passage it may have received an unanimous .
support. ' R

If it should be said thas an} doubts as to the v&hdlty of the
proposed Amendment, whether ratified or rejected, under} -’
present circumstances, will be obviated by the strong arm of

' power which will validate 1t at all hazards, the ready answer
is, that if the strong arm can give validity to an amendment \
adopted in dlsregmrd and defiance of some of the prescriptions

-of the organic law, it can, with the same propriety, set them
all aside. On that supposit-ion, the Constitution would be at
the mercy of the strongest, and could at any time be moulded

7 ~—according to the will of a mere majority, however unscrupu-
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lous or despotic that majority might be. It would thus be-
come the plaything of politicians and parties—its sanctity
protaned and its glory departed.

The Committee do not present these views i any spirit of
captiousness, nor as the advocates of mere sectional interests,
notwithstanding the amendment proposed is unquestionably
designed to operate on the Southern States of this Union ; in-
deed, such are the avowals of its advocates. But the question
of its ratification, under existing auspices, \is of the gravest
import to the whole country, and to the cause of free consti-

tutional government. - In the mutations of human affairs, and

the conflict of intetest and opinion that may arise i1n the future
history of this great and wide-spread nation, the time may
come when changes in the Federal Constitution may be made

i derogation of the rights and interests of otkher parts of the

Urion. In so grave a matter too much precaution cannot be
ueed. The Constitution is the basis of our hiberties. No true
American has ever ceased to regard it as peculiarly sacred, as

- well or for its own 1ntrinsic excelle: ce, as for the exalted char-

acter of its patriotic founders. And it should never be for-
gotten that those good and great men, inspired by lofty deeds,

- in a spint of forbearance, concihation and compromise, and

in the exercise of an enlightened statesmanship, framed this
great bulwark of civil and religious liberty. Even those, who
are called “rebels,” have never spoken lightly of 1t. The
affections of " all sincere lovers of liberty twine around it, like
ivy around some hallowed shrine where the heart pours

fourth its profoundest devotions.

Many of the prominent questions of the present time are

‘of temporary interest only, and will soon be forgotten ; and

with them will pass away the passions and hate which they

-, have engendered. But the Constitution was made for all

ages—for peace and for war. All patriots will unite in the

hope that its majesty and symmetry may not be marred by

the incorporation of Amendments, shaped amid the excite-
ment of these tempestuous days, and made a' part of it
through methods of proceeding which are hasty and ill-con-

- midered, and unwarranted by the prm'lqlons of the instrument

itself, -



96 . SENATE JOURNAT. 'Session

Proceeding more in detail to the merité of the proposed-
Amendment, the Commaittee have conﬁned themselves to 1ts

most prominent features.
In the first section it is provided that “no State shall make

51 enforce fmv law which shall abridge the privilege or m-~
mnanities of citizens of the United Qtates - What those Pprivi.
lepges and immunities are, is not defined.  Whether reference R

1s “Had onl) to such prwﬂegeq and immunities as may be sup-
posed now to exigt, or to all others which the Federal Gov-

erniment may hereafter declare to belong to it, or may choose

to grant to citizens, is left in' doubt, though the latter con.
struction seems the more natural, and is one which that Gov-

ernment could at any time insist upon as correct and eritirely

consistent with the language used. " With this construction
placed upon it, what limit would remam to the power of that
(tovernment to 111terfﬁ-re in the infer nal affairs of the States?

And what becomes of the right of a State to regulate’ 1t-s',_., A
dmm:,stlc cuncu ns in its own way? Whatever restrictions ..

any State might think proper, for the general good, to impose
qpon any or a,ll its citizens, upon a declaration bv the Federal
Government that such’ restrictions <were an abndgemgnt of

the privileges or immunities of the citizens ot the Union; such

Gtate laws would at once be annulled. " For instance : the

laws of North' C"’L'I‘Ohll"l, forbid  the inter-marriage of white
persol 1€ and negroes. But 1f this Amendmeut be ra,t-lﬁed, the

Government of the United States could declare that this law
abrldﬂ'ed the privileges of citizens, and must hot be énforced;

and m: scegenatmn would thereupon be legalized in this Com-:

- mionwealth, © Grant that such action on the part ‘of the
- Government would not be probable, still it would be possible;
and its bare possibility sufficiently exemplifies the boundless.
" 1iess of the powers which the Amendment would confer on
the Federal Government. ' TR 32
The power to regulate suffrage has always been claimed to
belong to the' Beveral States, and 1t 18 thought by some, that

this point is securely guarded by the prowsmns ‘of the second
section of the nropoqed Amendment; but a slight i 1n‘-tpec tmn"_’
'mll reveal the fact that the power of the States to reguJatei :

suﬁrage is by no means expi €ssly recognlzed therein ; noris

L
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tbeir night to “deny” or “abridge” the franchise distinctly
set forth.  The provision touching the matter merely declares
that when the right to vote, of any male citizen twenty-one
years old,1s “ denied 7 or “ abridged,” the basis of represnta-
tion shall be reduced in any State where that shall occur. It
- is not said who shall have the power to deny or abridge the
right to vote. If the power of a State, over this subject, is:
recognized at all, it 1s only by impli(}ation and an implica
“tion, too, which is conveved solely in the language used for
ﬁmngapenaltv upon the exercise of such power, and without

% gaying whether its exercise may not hereafter be prohibited.
- No exclusive right, nor even a limited right of a State in the

premises, 18 expressly admitted, but all is allowed to rest on a
doubtful inference. With the right of a State thus lett doubt-

{ul, suppose the Federal Government, in the exercise of the
- power already spoken of as conferred by the first section of
- the Amendment, should think proper. to declare that the

right to vote 1s one of the “ privilege.s” and “immunities’ of

- the citizen, what could a State do except to yield the point,
- and what would prevent universal suffrage from being at
once maugurated? Nothing. 5o

i The founders of our polity left the management of munici-

pal affairs, and the protection of the ordinary personal and

property interests of the citizens of the States, to the States

themselves, uncontrolled by the supervision or interference
-+ of the Federal authorities; because they rightly judged that

as the welfare of the mdlmdua] citizen was most 1nt1ma,tely
connected with the welfare of his State, his interest could be

most sately trusted to the protection of his State. The dan-
~ gerous Innovation involved in the clause of the Amendment:
- now under review, coupled with the final section, giving Con-

gress “ power to enforce all the prowmons of ‘this Article by
appropriate legislation,” consists in the fact that it authorizes
the Federal Government to come in, as an intermeddler, be-
'_tween a State, and the citizens of a State, in almost all con-
ceivable cases ;—to supernse and 1nterfere with the ordinary

5 admmlstratmn of justice in the State Courts, and to prowde

: tnbunals-—-—-as has to some extent been alreadv done in the
- Cmil Rights Bill,—to which an unsuccessful htigant, or a.
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criminal convicted in the Courts of the State, can make com-
plaint that justice and the equal protection of the laws have
been denied him, and however groundless may be his com-
plaint, can obtain a rehearing of his cause. The tendency ot
all this to break down and bring into contempt the judicial -

tribunals of the States, and ultimately to transfer the admin-
istration of justice both in criminal and civil causes, to Courts
of Federal jurisdiction, is too manifest to require illustration >

A serious objection to the second section, if it should be
understood as implying the power of a State to regulate the=:5t

question of suffrage, is, that it imposes a penalty upon any

restriction of the franchise, and offers a premium for its ex- = =

tension : the representation of a State, and its consequent
political importance, being diminished in the one event, and
increased in the other. The manifest design of "this pro-
vision is, to bring about, by indirect means, the adoption of

~universal sufirage. irrespective of race or color. - And thus
‘g premium 1S offered for the prostitution of the franchise;if
Nothing could be more threatening to the stability of our
republican institutions. There can scarcely be a doubt that
if the question of negro suffrage could be calmly considered
purely on its own merits, and aside from the prejudices of 3
the times, all thoughtful and well-informed men would unite
in condemning 1t as 1n the highest degree impolitic and -
unwise. | | S

A leading feature of this second csection is, that, virtual]y;_"

it makes the basis of representation to consist of the voters
~ only, which 1s manifestly inconsistent with the theory of our
- political system. . The voters are ‘merely the appointing
power, whose function is to select the representative ; but his
‘true constituency is the whole population.. It 1s a great fal-:

Jacy to maintain that an officer represents only those who

vote for him. Senators are chosen by the State Legislature,:
but they represent not the Legislature merely, but all classes -
of the State population with their varied interests.: Butitis.
urged by the advocates of the policy of basing representa-
tion on the voters only, that this is necessary in order to’
give equal weight to a voter in different States; and yet.
~  there is neither justice on the one hand, nor any practical im-
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portance on the other,mn this idea. Say two States have
equal population, equal voting strength, and equal represen-
tation : and suppose one of them should choose to restrict
the franchise so that its quota of Representatives would be
gelected by half 1ts former number of voters; this, indeed,
“would be a matter of interest to its own eltlzen% but of what
possible concern could it be to the citizens of the other State?
A complaint that the weight of voters was not equal, would
come with bad grace from a State, which, by extending widely
the franchise, had ther eby diminished the relative importance
of its individ ual voters. If two States had equal population,
but one of them should allow twice as many voters as the
~ other, then, according to the pending Amendment, one would
_be entitled to twice as many Representatives as the other.
L his mlght be giving equal weight to voters, but would cer-
fmnh be piving very uncqual weight to the requctwe noxn -

:._ ~voting popnlations ; so that no cenalderatmn is given to the.

non-voters who must always constitute the great majority of
the people, and bear a ]fnge share of the public burdens.

And while the negroes, who form 80 large an element in the;
population of this Cemmenu ealth, cannot wisely exercise the

- - nght of suffrage, and should not, therefore be allowed to do
2. 80, yet 1f ’rhere ever was a time when tlmt race should be
I cmmted in the basis of Iepreeentatlon 1t 18 now ; for they are

thrown as an immense burden on a few Statee and wﬂl for

. many years demand the utmost exercise of every moral agency

for their advancement in the scale of being.
The third section of the Amendment is des:gned eolely to

- affect the South. It virtually disfranchises a large portion of
~- the people of North Carolina. It is well known that most of.

our able-bodied men were Confederate soldiers during some
part of the late war ; and of those of our people who were not
~inthe army, qemreely an individual can truthfully say thathe

© reridered © no aid or comfort ™ to the Southern cause ; and all

- who had ever previously taken an oath to support the Fed—i
. eral Constitution, either as a 1\[ember of Congress, or as an
officer of the United States, or as a member of a State Legis-
~Iature, or Executive or Judicial officer of any State, are ex-.
clnded from,forever hereafter, holding any office, either in the
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State or Federal Government,unless the disability is removed
by a two-thirds vote of both Houses of COI]C"'I'QRS And it

may be added, in this connexion, that Congress, by providing
for the removql of disabilities by its action upon a two-thirds
vote, infringes the Conﬂtltutmnal rlght of the Premdent to

grant pardons.
Very few, indeed, of the men of this State of mature years,

and capable of ﬁllmg such positions, have not at some time

held one or more of the aforesaid offices, and taken the oath

specified. The immediate practical effect, therefore, of the

Amendment, if ratified, will be to destroy the whole machinery
of our State Government, and reduce all our affairs to com-

- plete chaos, by throwing out nearly every public officer, even
to Justices of the Peace and Constables, and it would be
hardly possible to find enough of men quahﬁed to fill those .

various offices, and re-organize our State Government.

- And besides thls, all experience proves that men rising to
power on the ruin of their fellows, and expecting success only
by the ﬁuppresmon of the popular will, are generally the worst

of all the enemies of their own pPO‘ple and the great mass of

the people of this Commonwealth would, in the opinion of
the Committee, prefer to commit themselves, their honor, and
their interests to Congress, as now compoaed rather than to
those, whose only hope of ruling lies in the dlsfranchmement
and oppression of more 10} al and better men. ' '
The impolicy of 3 1mposmg this general dlsab:tllty upon those
who, in any way, took part in the late conflict, is shown also

by the indubitable fact that the most of them are now as con-
-mervative, as loyal, and as well affected towards the General
Government as any clase of citizens. Those who personally -
‘partlmpated in the great trial of arms, are perhaps more thor- =

oughly convinced than any others, ot the finality of the decis-

ion, and the utter folly of any future appeal to the arbltrament
of war ; and hence have, with few exceptions, readily acqm- _
esced in the settlement which has been made of th'e questions _
in dispute. M y of those who would be disabled from hold-

ing office, are among the most prominent and excellent citi-
-~ zens of the State, who always opposed secession; and their

_.-i"'-h.'-"'
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services and co-operation would be greatly needed in the

important work of restoring her prosperity.
But if this, and other dmrmdmv disabilities, must be 1m-

posed upon so many of her citizens, how can North Carolina

“herself. while she retains any sense of honor or self-respect,
gassist in imposing it? How can those now controlling the
| ',aﬁqumq of the Union, ask or expect her to do so, and thus
.- get the seal to her own disgrace? How can they expect or
~even desire that her Repregentatwes either now or hereafter
- ‘ghall assist in the work of her own degradation?

.. What her people have done, they have done 1n obedlence

s to her own behests.  Must she now punish them for obeying

her own commands ?  If penalties have been incurred, and

~_punishments must be inflicted, is it magnanimous, is 1t rea- -
- ‘sonable, nay, is it honorable, to require us to become our own
‘executioners? Must we, as a State, be mgarded as unfit for
- fraternal association with our fellow citizens of other States,
 until after we shall have sacrificed our manhood and tarnished
~our honor? Surely not. North Carolina feels that she is
. shill one of the daughters of the great American family.

- Wayward and wilful, perhaps, she has been;: but honor and
* ¥irtue still are hers. If her errors have been oreat, her suf-

ferings have been greater. Like a stricken mother, she now

M}ds leaning in silent grief over the bloody graves of her

= slain chﬂdren The mementoe of former glory lie 1n ruins
 around her. The majesty of sorrow sits enthroned on her
 brow. Proud of her sons who have died for her, she cher-

iahea, in her heart of hearts, the living ‘children who were
ready to die for her ; and she loves them with a mother’'s warm

& j_a.ffectwn. Can she be expected to repudiate them? No! 1t
""-’-"WOIIId be the act of an unnaturml mother. She Can never.

Goneent to it -——N'eber !

It 1s raid, however that Congress can eamly remove the .

. 'amabllltles Iwhich this section imposes; but 1s it likely that

Congress will do so ? If they can be so readily removed, why
impose them at all? And it should not be forgotten that

. Congress could, through this dispensing power, manage to

811 the State offices of every grade, almost entirely according
- fo its own choice and dictation, by relieving from disabilities
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only such as might serve its purposes: and thus the freedom
of elections would be wvirtually destroyed, and the State gov-
ernments might become the “illing and subservient tools of
grasping ambition and usurping tyrrany.

All that need be said of the fourth section of the pr OPOSG& L 98
Amendment is, that it is useless. The Federal debt is
- already sufficiently secured by the honest intention of the peo-
_ple to pay 1it.. And a noticeable fact is, with what cheerful-

ness the people of this Commonwealth, taxed without repre-
_sentation; and depressed and lmpovenshed by the war, pay
their Intemal Revenue taxes. By seeking to bind the people b
_of the whole country further to the payment of the public. =
debt, by means of a Constitutional provision, the government
. -betrays a lack of confidence, not perhaps more in the people = ¢
of tha South thas in’ those of the North.. . The Confederate =
debt 1s equally certain to remain unpaid. Indeed, most ofit = &
can neve: fall due, by the terms on which it was ¢ .ntracted, =
and the 1mpovenshment of the whole South, and the Acts of
repudiation which have already been passed, will doubtless g
secure the non-paym<nt of the remainder. |
. The refusal to pay for our slaves emanmpfmted is doubtless
a great injustice, especially to those citizens who did not favor
secession ; but the Committee entertain the opinion that the - .
people have never hoped, seriou: ly, for its reparation. |

In the final section, power 1s given to Congreqs “ to enforce
;by appropriate letrlslatlon all the provisions of this Article.”
How wide a door is hereby opened for the interference of
Congrews with subjects htherto regarded beyond its range, it
is impossible adequately to conceive, until experience shall
have tested the matter. As the Committee have already'

- submitted, one of the most serious evils to be apprehended - = =
from this Amendment, consists in the vast addition 1t makes, . mj;
in so many ways, to the powers of the General Government, -~ =
No enlightened patriot, who has studied carefully our system + “

of government and has realized how much of its excellence
lies in the due division of its powers, between the .Federal .
“and State authorities, can have failed to. witness, with the:
~profoundest alarm, the tendency to centralization and con-
; ,sohdatmn which has in late years been develoPed 'lhe
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exercise of the mighty energies, and the assumption of new
and unusnal prerogatives, required to prosecute successinlly
the recent war, in the nature of things gave to the General
Government an overshadowing influence and prestige beyond
what it had ever before possessed. And this result was
“increased by the overwhelming defeat of those States which
‘had always stood forth as the peculiar advocates of State
Rights.  kvery one must perceive, therefore, that even
without new Constitutional grants of authority, the Federal
“@Government is no longer what 1t once was, but that 1t bhas
~ expandedinto a mighty giant, threatening to swallow upthe
... ‘Btates, and to concentrate all power and dignity in itself. In
= ‘the interests of liberty, 1t “appears to the Committee; that
< Taatins centralizing tendency, instead of being fostered, needs to .-
" be checked. The American people ought not, by new grants
of power, to seem to authorize the continual exercise of extraor-
~ dinary prerogatives, undreamed of in the purer and happier
days of the Republic. The Constitution, as 1t stands, was
~_good enough for our fathers; if administered i 1ts true spirit
it will also be good enough for ourselves and our posterity.
~ But suppose North Carolina were to accept the Amend-
ment, thus yielding up her honest convictions of duty and
“of  principle, in her most anxious desire for the restoration
- of her former relations with the General Government, and
= the admission of her Representatives into Congress, what
- gmarantee, nay; even what hope, 1s there that such ratification
-~ would thus restore her? So far from 1t, the unmistakable
 record of the last Congress, as well as all the 1n- 1cations
- smince exhibited, of tone and temper, are, that this humibiation
- and surrender of right and principle would not, in the opin-
- jon of the Committee, be likely to facilitate restoration, much
- Jess effect 1t ‘ IS
. The Committee having, at some length, gone into an analy-
~ gis of the different sections of the proposed Article ot Amend-
~ ment, ought, perhaps, in closing, to say a word inregard to
~ the intimations sometimes thrown out, that if the Southern
~ States refuse to ratify the pending Amendment, harder terms
~and deeper humiliation will be imposed upon them. - These
~ are deemed only as the intempsrate declarations. of heated
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individaal  partizans. . No responsible body of our country-
men -has - dishonored itself, or us, by making “such ' t: reats.
It wouid, indeed, be mockery to submit a question so grave

an unportant to this Commonwealth, and then place her
underduress to compel her to vote in theaffirmative. No~
hivilisiion could be deeper, no degradation more profound,
tl.oyi 11t which'she would impose upon herself by yielding
to intir dation; and - ratifying, under the influence .of base
fcay, o mcasure which she disapproved: The Committee are
sure, that this Honorable Legislature will not do an act so-
im-fm':-:;:-*fent with- it * own dignity, and ' the dignity of the:

Store, o Asquestion of such vital concern to the entire Union - -

aiid fo the eause of liberty itself, will surely be calmly and
s 1 ous v considered, with the impartiality and wisdom that
glioulo s har cterize the conduct of « Statesmen,-and’ with.
tl < meviviindependence of freemen ; and it is therefore con-
filtiitin believed. that the action this body shal take upon«

tliss —grave g 'fi‘ﬁtion. wiH be ' worthy’ Of the - State of .North 3

O oot 0 v & 1A% : o 3
oy he yeadons aubmlt‘red m  this report the Commlttee:
) (e erle ﬂh yecormmend the atcoption of the follow1ng reso u-.
tiGi fOoRGiE | 4 ' £
3455 ._-.;iiirirﬂ.'.-f"»-; Tlmn the Rereral A ssembly of the State of' North .
' C “¢in ¢ £ratity the'Amendment proposed as the four- >
heesd s 1* diugs [ ARE (‘tlnstlflltlon of the*Umted States.-f' -

J. \I LEACH C’}zmrman.*é
A 2 A s iy D HENRYAT: CLARK % s
SR I EEAR i “Ho Mo WAUGH; E %%
G L Y bt et T OS i J ps DA VIS, EHU A it

s a2 THOSH S KENANSSS R
RN et nT e gty I P s He-RUSS# R e iy
B B pr i i ARCH MCLEAN, it 1
Y RS srdrr gl iid 2t PHHELLAP HOD\IETT 3 Fera s
YT Sk L e TR £ it JOHN M. PERRY,; "« v Y
Ty e A S ML S ' - J:"MOREHEAD, JfR., !
SRS R SRt S S s TV DGEAG COVNGTON Fig S
2 "'f”ff F g b Y P SIS SE Y 13 b W D. . JONES." § ARt e
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The undersigned, a member of the Joint Select Committee
on the “ Howard Amendment,” dissents from the report of
the Committee, believing it would i.e to the inte:est of the
State of North Carolina, considering all the circumstances,
to ratify the Amendment proposed as the four teenth Art'lCl(:'_'

5 '*__;.::_'of the Con%htutlon of the Umted States.

J[5 | v PoAS WILSON.

- Mr. Harris, of Rutherford, moved that the Report and Re-
Bolutlon be printed and made the special order for Thursday,

~.13th 1instant, at 12 o’clock, M. -
- Mr. Love moved to amend by striking out Zhursday 13th.

and inserting Friday Tth, which did not prevail, there being

. counted seventeen ayes and twenty-one nays.

- Mr. Harris’ motion then prevailed.
“A. message was received from the House, transmitting the

reporl: of the committee to qupermtend the electlon for six"
3 ‘ C-onncﬂlorg Of the &tdte as follow S, viZ *

House vote 108. Senate 46.  Whole vote 154. Necessary -

“ " to achoice 78. Mr. Eaton received 99 votes ; Mr Joyner 74 ;

. Mr. Jones 73 : Mr. Mebane 45 ; Mr. Simonton 39 ; Mr. Shep-

herd 33 ; Mr. Parrott 33 ; Mr. Phillips 32; Mr. J. J. Yeates'

82+ Mr. Rankin 32; Mr. Martin 30; Mr. Root 31 ; Mr. Foard

29, Mr. Poindexter 29 ; Mr. Grissom 26 ; Mr. Caldwell 26 ;

| L:[r McDowell 26 ; Mr. Shober 23 ; Mr. Ruffin 20 ; Mr. Vance
Hre90«Mr: ‘Leak 19 ;7 Mr:“Winston 14 ; Mr. W."J.". Yates ‘133"

" Mr. Wadsworth 13; Mr. Dickson 31; Mr. Dick 11; Mr. Hoke

25 05 Mr. Barringer 8; Messrs. Logan Russell, Hood, Thomp-

" son and Willams 7 each; Messrs. Peebles and Bridges 5

éach;'Mmsr% J. J. Davis and J. T. Leach 3 each ; Messrs.
-~ Arendell, W. D. Jones, Cowles, J. M. Leach, T. Wilson, Stowe,

~ Lamb, Eldridge, J. D. Williams and. Settle 2 each ; Messrs.

~ Bargin, R. H. Smith, Bagley, W. F. Green, R. M. Henry, R.

Don Wilson, Dockery and Carter 1 each.: 1EII' Eaton having

~ received a mujority of the whole number was duly elected
"-"‘_';The report was concurred in. fh L3388

- A message was received from. the House, proposing  to

go forthwith into the election - for Comptrollel‘ The names
- of Messrs. Cowper and Holderby being withdrawn from, and
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Engrossed bill, (H. 74,) to enable the Wilmington, Chars 2
lotte and Rutherford -Rail Road Company, to complete its =~

road, pay its debts to-the State, and extend its road to the
- Tennessee line. Referred to the-Committee on I-.rat-'-r-nal- Im-—.ﬁ 53
provement. : | ' | - SR
Engrossed blll (H. P. -2,) ‘to 111(,0rp01ate thb Newbem t
Steam Fire Engine No. 1.  Filed. 5
- Engrossed bill, (H. 68,) to enhance the value of tht, bonds ”
to be issued for the completion of the Western North Carolina g
Rail Road, and for other purposes. '10 Inte? nad Impfrow- ety 1
SINENLS 2357 i ﬁ-‘g
‘ hngrosbed bill, (H. 66,) to amend section 2d chaptcr 34 b s
of an Act ratified the 12th day of March, A. D., 1866, enti- Ti
tled “An Act to improve the law of ewdcnce. To the ﬁi
Judriciary. | (A 5208 ?f
Engrossed bill, H. 20,) to repeal an act ratzﬁed F Lbruar} S
Tth, 1866. To Pmpoamons and Grievances. e
Engrossed bill, (H. 21,) to incorporate the South Um{m ;
Manutacturing Company of Richmond County. Filed. ,l f'i
Engrossed bill, (H. 26,) for the benefit of the poor of the “es i
'County of Bladen and for other purposes. = Filed. Y S
- Engrossed bill, (H. 141,) to re-enact and confirm the char-
ter of the W’illiamst.on and Tarboro’ Rail Road Company,’ ’f
‘and the amendment thereto. To Internal Improvements. *'*:f

Engrossed bill, (H. 70,) to amend section 30, chapter 54, of'
Revised Code, entltled * Guardianand Ward.” Filed. .. .

Engrossed bill, (H. 38,) to authorize the President and s i*’_j'-?f "
Dlre(,tmb of the Blount s Creek Manufacturing Company,of
the town of Fayetteville, to borrow money to rebuild thelrh;_-__ EE
Factory. Filed. SR
-~ Engrossed bill, (H. 131,) to amend the 3d beLtIOll of the:’ &
97th chapter of the Revised Code, enntled & Rehgmus Soue—-‘ ? ;
ties.” - Filed. - ‘ 5 el
- Engrossed bill, (H. 146,) to amend 2d section ‘of chaptu'
58th, Rewsed Code Filed. SRR

By Mr. Adams: resolution (S. 73,) in regard to Taxes, and i
for other purposes. To Finance.

Resolution (S. 74,) in regard to State Bonds. To Finance.



'\.ll...l

"tnx of the late Judge J uhu M. Dick..

ﬁ &&..t to 1mprove the law of evidence.

?'L‘.ms 1866. To Corporations.
DO
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“Bessintion (a P. 24) in favor of Mrs, P.  P. Dick, ]:Mmf

To Finance, e
75,) to repeal . an Act, Bllt].ﬂ{..d i3
To the Judiciary. . . .

"By Mr. Clark : bill (S. 76,) to exempt Individual Corpora-
ters from penalties, &c., 1n certain cases. - To the Judiciary.
By Mr. Battle : bill (S. 77,) extending the jurisdiction ot

- By Mr. Leach : bill (5.

1‘“‘lli

- the Courts on persons failing to me the publm roads or.
5 f_;;-_' .hl“"h“d} 8. To the Jadﬂimy xS | : i3

-By Mr. Moore: bill (S. 78,) to amend cha ptu 4 Private,;

By Mr. Marshall : bill (S. P. 25,) 1 fa.vm of K. P, Haris.
On motion, by Mr. Marshall,

The rule was su:-.-pemlt,d and the bill passed 1its sccond an:l

Ordered To be: enwrossad

By Mr. Hall : bill (S. 79,) to dm(,nd the cha.rter of the W 1]- :
mington and We]don Rdll Road Compan} I'o Inter m:d Im-
}memenfs 2 ~

Bl (S, 80,) to mu;rpora.te the Yadhm aud Cape Fear
Ctmal Gompa.nv. To Internal Inprovements.

- Resolution 1n re.gcud to adymrnmunt caie up as unhmshwl
humucbs. - o

Mr. Clark moved that the vo’re by which the * 1 .fth I)(;—.

" pember’ was stricken out, and the *“22d of December” n-
ht:rtvd be reconsidered. Cdlned _ - |
“The question recurring upon the ammzdment oﬁered bv -
Mr Love, it was withdrawn. | s | )

. The question then recurring upon the amendment; offer ed,
bj' Mr. Leach, it was withdrawn. : ' :

- Theresolution,as reported by the Commattec of Confel ence,
was then adopted. | %

Os dered. That the House of Commons be informed thereoi

The hour of 12 o’clock having alrw(,d the Speaker callt,d
up the Special Order, viz: |
© Resolution (8. 43,) rejecting the Amendment to the Con-
stitution of the United States, submitted as Article 14th.

And the question being upon the Report of the Joint Select

Committee on the Constitutional Amendment, was put, and
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Decided in the affirmative, «{ E ea.s, S 242’:;5 w5t
- sy R e
On motion of Mr. Cowngton - s
The yeas and nays being ordered, " - & L5 5 “'_L i A
Those who voted in the affirmative, are: .. .. ... - ¥

~ Messrs, Adams, Avery, Battle, Barnes, Berry, Brown ClarL
'*Cuvmg n, Cowles, Cunumﬁham Edwards, Eth 1‘1dge Fele-
- bee, Gash, Hall, Hand, Hcllllb of Franklin, Hill, Johnston,
"Jones Kelly. Koouce, Leach, Love, Lloyd, Marshall, MCCOI‘LLL, 4
- McLean, McRae, Moore, Paschal Perkins, ResPa.ss Robms“’ 3 ‘ 't”
Speed, Svencer, Thompson, Thornton Wiggns, W’illuy “ 1.1-. :
liams and Wilson

: ' ' e --;I.f-‘?i.%".'.- ey
The following voted in the negative, viz : RS N
Mecasrs, Harris, of Rutherford, a.nd R1cha.rdson SSaRa ol e
- So the report was adopted. e :

~The question then being upon the Resolutlon Mr Halm -r...{

- of I{nthu"ﬁnd moved to amend by striking out the word mt
between the words do and rat:f y, and the questlon theg@g ::- |
w‘*ts put and _ : i ’_‘;;~-

- Decided i the negative, § XLl o ie L 2

540 '.r
QIR "r,-r‘

3 .ir

3
l-pl"
e

1 ﬂ.#

On motion, by Mr. H&lllb of Rutherfmd S ﬁ* ‘ﬁﬁ’
The yeas a.nd nays being ordered, v

" Alv. Harris, of Rutherford, voted in the a,ﬁlrmatlve Buves
- Those who voted 1n the negative, are: P ;

ot Biﬂb.:l‘s Adams, Avery, DBattle, Barnes, Berry, wan,x
Clark, Covington, Coward, Cowles, Cunningham, Edwards, i
8D theridge, I‘ut,bea, Gash, Hall, Hand, Hamms of Franklm, A
~Hill. Johnston Jones, Kelly, Koonce, Loach Love, Lloyd,'f.f-
McCorkle, McLean, McRae, Moore, Paschal, Perluns Rich-=
ardson, Robins, Snead, Speed, Spencer, Thompson Thmntou,

t

_ﬁ- L
— | !
)

-*- 3
T\'lmrmb Willey, Williams, Wilson. 4 X oy _f;f-_-.
The questlon now rceurring upon the passaﬂ'e of the Resd-;;.m ZQ'.
| gt
lu,t...a.,l was put, and _ o v TR ‘_

: 1‘-'

Decided 1n the affinmative, { 1‘7(‘:{:’2’ s S *{

a ® ®& @ ¥ g & + S B ®wW @& B PF &

On notion, by Mr. Wiggins,
The veas and nays being ordered,
Those who voted in the affirmative, are :
Messrs. Adams, Avery, Battle, Barnes, Berry, Brown, Bul-
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lock, Cldlk Covmﬁton Cowles, Cunnmgha,m Edwald
Ethendwe I‘ewbm, *Gash ‘Hall, Ha,nd Harris of anhlm
- Hill, J'ohnston Jones, Kelly, Koonce, Led.t.,h Love, Lloygl
Mm*bha.ll McCorLle _.\.[CL an, McRac Moore, Paschal Per-
kins, Respass, Rlchardson Robms Snead, Speed, Spencel
Thompbon Thornton, \Vlgglnb W’lll(,y, Williams and Wilson,

*"T

4
o o
:'1 g

Mr Harris, of Rutherford, Voted in the nermtwe S50
-On motion, by Mr. Cla,1L | ' |
,};:: Orde; e, That the Report and Rebolutmn be transmltted_.

to the Bouse of Commons for their action, with a proposi-
tion to print ten copies for cach raember of the Genual

Ammbb o g
S0y A message was received from the Hous, transnnttl*zg the |
Bepcnt of the Cemmissioners of the Sinking Fund, with a
gf, pIUPUbltIUH to print, Concurred in, | A S
A message was received from the House, tra,nsmlttmn' the
?"‘ ‘names of sund1y persong recommended by that body as Jus-
& tices of the Peace for the counties ¢f Currituck, Northampton, ;

J-:Jq T'."'b" |
F s Y.L
41k ; e L

i 1‘:':;\.1' e

w i g M ."
F."

: ¥

E: Surr),W'aLe Madison, Richmond, Robesou Gmnm]le ’l‘lau-_
:*‘-‘- s)lvamd Mecklenburg » Anson and Edﬂ'ccombe The Scnate
f concmu.,d in the 1ecommeudaimub | ' , '
© . Ordered, That the) be transmitted to tm, Govemor for
“if wmmz&smn - ,

-'f*"*" L. \ message was recewed fmm the HUU&:G transmlttmfr a_'

_f mt‘bbd,:.:b from the Governor, covering certain correspondencc
S owith the Military authonth.s w 1th the followmg pmycm-

tlon V1Z :
;,:sr 8205 L0 &end three Commmmonel& to “ ashington, to enqmref
?j‘;‘* mto ﬂ.lb dl]eﬂ'cd ne(,c‘bmty for the or del w1th a9 wlew to renmove

o

% to correct the mlsapprehujbmn& wlth regar d to the admmm- -.
f"“‘" tration of justice in our State, which led to’ the suppowd
S pecessity ; and that his Excellenq be reqnested to act as the

s
“ " head of this Commission and to select his associate Commis-

S

_mioners, The Senate concurred in the provosition.
The Correspondence was ordered to be printed.





