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_ Thurflay, Yamuary §
Dibate en Mr. Runduph’s motson far the spe
F 0 ConiTtter wl Rt ity
off.ial condui? of SAMUEL CHas k.
Mr. §. Randolph faid, that no Penplc‘
were more fully impreffed with tue im-
portance of prelerving unpolluted the
fsuntain of jultice than the citizens of
theleftates.  With this view the conili-
wetion of the 1lnited States and of many
. of the ftates alfo, had rendered the ma-
giftrates who decided judicially between
the ltate, andits- off -nding c.tizens, and-
b :ween man and man, more independ
eur than thofe of any othér country in
ihe world, in thz hope that every in-
ducement, whether of mtinidation or
fe'uction which could caule them to
¢werve from the daty affigned to .them
migit be removed. Bt fuch was the
fralty of human nature, that there was
r.0 precaution by which our integricy &
honor eould be proferved, in cafswe |
were deficrent nthat duty which we
owed toourighves. In coufequence, fir,
fuid Me. Raadoiph, of thiv untarinnare
condition of than, we have peafiobliged,
but veiterday, to prefer an accuistion !
againt a jud.e of the United States who
~ has been tound wan‘iag in his duty to
himiclf and his couniry. = At the it fef-
fion of congrels a gen leman ivom Penn-
{glvanidid, m his plece, (on the bill 1o
amend the judicial iyftem ot the Uniied
States) flate certain facts, in selation to
the official concutt of an eminen ju fict |
al character, whichl then thought, and |
ftill think, the Huule bound 1, nttice. |
But the larenefs of the fethon (for we )
had, if I miltake not, fearce a fortiight
revaining) precluding atl poflisility of
bringing rhe uhject 1o any cflicient ye-
{u r. I did nat thenthink proper to take
auy lfeps in the bufinefs - Finding my
artention however thus drawn to a con-
fideration ot the ¢haracter of the officer
in queftion, | made it my bufinels, con
ficering it my duty; as weil 10 ma ek as
thofe whom 1 1cprelent, o inveitigate
the charges then made and the official
character ot the jusige, ingeneral. he
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¥

refult having chnvinced me tharthereex- |
i:ts ground of impeachment againit this |
i - there ore, uniiljonse fadls ure ad.doced,

relil} every atiemnt to impoie a centure

ofticer, 1demand an quity rito his
conduct, and tleretore jupmit 1o e
Houle tn: I Towing relolution :
KRelolved, ‘1 hat 2 comimtiee ieap-
poirted 1o euquireinto the oflicial con-
dut ot ~amusr CHasg, oneof th= A
fociate jultices of the lupreme cowrt ot
the Unried Sraies, a d to report their
opink 1, whetherthe faid Namuel Chale
bath lo 72l=d in his judcial capavity as
to reguire the inteipa.iion of thecon-
{titutional power of this Houle,
Afrer the mogon made by M. |
dolrh hod been read fromy the cuati,
:. Mixcin t faid-betore thequ

i

y e

on wa. taken be theuld be had, trom the |
novelry and ferions narere ot the pro- |
“ pofed meafure, 1o hear 2 flatement Ly '
his 11icuc drom Viginia of 1he reafons

tn.doral) onwinchii was fonnaed,

Mr. | Ranoourrd ebjerved, tha
wlhan he was upbettre - Lud i d tha
the ¢xntleman j7om Penniylvania (Ve
Smidie; hadin his place, at the Ll ied

Jisn of Congrels, given a deicription-,
the olhiwer, fn

e oficial conduct of
whap, ‘he refolution referred,
cunﬁdn,ﬂd
ftcould a
tleman wou

\\:ii{'h h

ul have laid betere the Howe
a {tatement, the talls gt wlhich wire no
SJupporred by higpwn kunowledge, ol
eyvulgnce on wh.‘(h hecould pace'ren
mott rebance. th

Fae 0id not concenvs
: -£1v
“to bea umeto decide whether tie iplo

mation exhibited by the gentieian bom
r was pot edirec.—
fone was propo'-
i mult refo't
of the jalge
be fuch as not to war-
seeedings on the part

Pennlylvania was ¢!

At prefenr an enguiry

ed. Ihit thosid be made,

either that the conduct
~ woutdde found to
rant any further pro:
of the Houle, oF fuch as A
the interpofition of tat autiorry,
-5 the immediaté repr-fentatives ot t
acople, they alone. po
~diiy, the comm |
Jhat the judge has not exceeded bis du
" hey will fo repori: ;
" they find it fueh as to require-the
'nylition of e

s woull reqat

— My oo amrasceeply e e

. ‘{ HY

the Houfe bound m natice,
it be conceived that the gen-
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| mend that edurfe ol proceeding to whick
1he Houfe alone is competent.
welpe& 1o the falls which bad come to e c
his knowledse, Mr R. faid, they were.
luch 25 heuid not with to {tares=he pre-
ferred its being dome by witneties who
{ihe courr Fad made up rtheir minc i
whas conflituted treaton, that they had . of the fulje

W ith

were mioft competént to doit coTT(€liy.

ed as the gertlemun rom Virgimia, that
the {tream- of juitice fhould be preferved |
pureand upiudeg. lamailo h'nflbtﬂ
that the judicia! depertment ought to
aitach 1o 1delt a degreect independence,
a great degrec of independence. | am of
opinden, that this' Houle oflefles ny
cenlorial powerover the judicia’ départ
ment -ge'wall_y. or over any Jadge in
DITTiC!ﬂU‘, = l]tY hl\'t‘ aloi® the powel
of impeaehing them 3 and when a jodg
fhall Le thatged with Hagfant B'.o

duck, ang whes facts are itated which

tha: mf rights of thchlv:n‘:ii: were as well
ftabl:1heq 2¢ shole of the bench ; that:would

b 3
t}ﬂf ‘0 Pilildf

[ that fe courficl m

e woanfel revired fromicourt, and ¢

tater tro Mefirs. Dat'asand 1.0\0‘?
| qui el tham to turn i their ot

thall inddize themgto beligve thofe chary:
es rite, | fhallbe &t a'l nmes prepared|

tocarry the provifions of the conftitui
on into effe in virtue of -which grear |
tranigreflors are punifhable for their
crimes.  Lhe bafis of th's refolution is.
hat 2 ventleman From Pennfvivania at
the lait tedion Rated that the judge nam-
ed init, had heen guilty of improper
condat.  Of thefe charges I am unia-
torined. and every new menber muft be |
unigdarmed. s afkenithing to methat |
we e cailed @r0n to vata tor an enqui-
ry into +he charatter of a judgeé, without
any facts being adducad
fuck an voguity fould bem de. Ifthe
refolution pals mats prefentloim, 1t ap-
p ats tome that we fhail therecy palsa
nfure cn this ja

V.3t OF €X
ther the

brothe judge beguiity, 1 th uld fuppote
the fi it {tep proper 1o bziak . n wouklpe
tor lome perton apgrieved, or for mem

rers having perfonal kpavledge, to ex-
L.

hit 1 facts on whichsheHoute may, &g
i cun never conteiiry Licauft 1he gentle-
mai from Vg nla, of aily othes gen-
teman, lave thoe are facts which have
com= 1o s know tecgs tint induce him
| sotiink an enquiry eug i e beindtionr.
1. eds to vote for ity vnle s iy leCun@re it
i ftoied, 1 ean rove
Pavbich fHa) 1othis vsans er, without the
| exbibi-ion of proof, wmp e confure or
Ciuipicion on ajusipe. 1S cour e mdy
| bepert. ctly parkia ceniary 3 bur si fbrikes
nie as altopether u sprecedignted. 1ol

gpen the conduct of any puhlic oilicer.
Mr
i L]

ence, he would b ve pereived iz re

marks whien he has ju't made 1o have
been alropeiher unneedilary 3 he would
have perecived the noc iy iavpaiza -
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Cinict, © .alidening
cuct e rendered him oonoxious 1ot
c
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ons whgu‘ge Chale was oo
' the peopie of Perily vania.
'k by of the bufinets to far
calied vpon 10 ilate 1
menunned on thatocca
do b 1 ﬂ)’ . -
A man of

L
1 il

il.
l
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tylvania.
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to fhew that | o7 jfltice pures

ige; which nei- | thar this moae of pi cedure 1. warrant
conil widon o laws zuthonide. |
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faéts may not be fRared, which, it fated

_  his mifcondu.  Whereas
he condu€ of the judge | if the efs be prought generally be-
and réful- | fore the Hou'e; o the exhibifién of cer-
Fhe | tain facts, the public will be'enabled to

d ad, 1Refi@8 were thefe s _
jucye t0td the jury and the counfelt atldmde whether they warrantimpea
or ever {ulpicion.  Withthis view

s on | ment g ¢ v

1 am of opinion kit
& ' will te befito delay achng m (his affair,
£ts fhalt be ci clofed which will
I ¢ flep now profioied to be taken.

high a relpeét for the opinion

(bfideredhhe co
vicaticn of rhfe npite,

dommitted (heir opivica to writing,
i ult theretore confing until k
dighficlves to he fucts in the cafe before  juitify:
e & it i Lecounlel replied that they | | have s
did 3 ot difute the teét, butthey were |of the gentleman from Virgima asior
st fo frew that they did not copftinuee | that ot any other mem er on (his floor 3
reitons L he end of the affair was, that | but I'doubt wherher we can juttify our
he | voics on the cpinion.of any fugle meme
&- |ber;; fads aloneought ro goven our 04
pinions. I, theretore, for the purp.fe
oral wrote | of coufidering the courfe moft proper
1w | to be puriued, move a p. {tponemen: of
eand | he luriher eonfideration ot the motion
o' théPrefid: nr.— | untid 10-morrow. =~ '
iwer. it hich they!  Mrl o Rarpos PH. Were [ the per-
gaindt Fries | { na! enemy of the gentleman who is the
nt werecn- | ou) ¢t ot this refolution, | fheuid take
| preciigly that courfe which the gentie-
{ man 1o Conncéticur, on this occafion,
| feems more than hall inclined 10 1ake.
i hut gentleman withes the refoluticn to
oy until to morrow, in order that he
' may have ume to conlder whether he
' can bring himfélt torefw'e the enquiry
| altogether.  He fags that he cannot, or
| rather—tor he Ipeaks doubtingly—he
ks he cannot fee the propriety of ine
{lituiir & an enquiry withoat evidence. —
W hat evidence ? Nothing fhort of fepal
proot —teftinony on oath. And whar 18
wLe of jeet of thereio.utivn P | o acquuie
| that vuy Ovidence | M we had the evi-
dence. 10 v hat prrpofe make enquiry ?
As however 1hecvidence cannot be had
without i quiry, and- rhe Fentleman
wiil not giant te enquiry but up n ke
cvidence, itis plain thot, if we take the
ccuile which he recommends, we muit
Lo withent both, W ill gentlemen « #er
onjeclions again(t-enquiry which are ap-,

— s:_Ls.:icr- without - ounicl, convi
od wi dllentenced to dearh.
£t el 1his the atrcrney gen

pni¢l s tof the ule
i gt ‘diow up anan
;i.:s‘:,f Jg that the agls chared
A ot anioust tutrealony
it jon ; and rhar they werefo confi-
di ¢ in1Le Grinth courts, | his letter
w.g1ead 10 w.e by Mr Dallas. ~ Ater
rec i the detter the Prefident pa: don-
cu fe .

%is. K. Guswor b Genilemen will
ackpowede thar s s @ :ui‘jcé‘t ot
grea’ mporiance aid Cclidacy. No cne
will douo but that we ougtit 1o ¢xecuic
cur @y lo 26 1o prefirve the jountains
“ a:d that we ougghy ar the
{f.aie time to treat the impoytant charac-
wr of ajudge, orof iy other h'eh oth
ceryo mith tdpedt. 1 co not siow but

J -l

]
L

ed Ly precedent.  Butinitis, itis un. \
knowu to me. As he refuiution now
ftands, [donotrhinkn perfeciiy correct.
Lhe honorablc gentlenzan frem Virginia
fays he is acquyinied with fucts hat war.
rayt the prop fed enguury. 't he quddiy!
on s wherter the-Houwte ought to be g -
veri:ed Ly the orinions of any ofe niene

grie 1o any alr

Sy ir.  If the gem!cma.x trom
Verwont bad commanced a lizile pan-

.u“a.u..'fh-ifd
pacts o which that gendeman atieded.
ot be teen thatethicle procesdm;:
of ¢n im

Teéted by pentiemen who
wore in Coparefs at the fa't fUtfim tharl
was then led o giveattatement ot facte
refpecting the conduct 6! judgpe Chafe i peached.
atement
was not made avith a view to an impeach-
A1l hed berp intro-leced to
I clreudt conr's
of e Uniren Staiess wien | 11%?&'0:’&!‘-4-@»1{
1 that Mr. Chale: was ailigned ro the | the gentieniaii
cittitet oo Penntyivania, LCH intercited
i Baving o trctsferrad 1o another dil-
¢hat h's previaus con-
he

plople ol thatitate. ‘Lhe'e circunitane-
s LHtated 1o the Houle, and w253 con-
equence-cibed upon ro 2fiun ny red-
LOXTONS tO
i- is the
I innow
he fact: which 1
fiun - thicl fhall

the nam= of Fries was nro.
fecuted for treaton in the ftate of Pénn-
I'wo of the firlt coun'el at rhat
bar. Mr. Lewis and Mr. Dallas, with-

| plicable only 10 impeachn ent ! Ifan 1me-
peacl mentwere moved they wo diave
2 right to call for evidence. ul @ ot
1s the objedt of the prefent motioi fue: ¢
ly td enquire whether there exyfly evie
denceavhich willjullify an impeachment.
DBut this enquiry re told canrot be
infiituted on mere hearfay, although we
have the declaration of a-member 1n his
place.  Whart would be {uid ot agrand
jury who being intarmed by one o the:r
Hbody that A or B could teftity to the tact
of amuwdar being committed within
their jurifciétion, “fhou!d refufe an-ape |
plication 1o the court 10 have-them fume
and becauie they cannot 3
indiciment unfupported by evi
fhould rejeét that evidence whic
ithin their reach. 1 protcfs

ber. + We krow not-what thofe tals
L are ! the genticinan Geclines {tanngrhem.
| blo mat il it ooy the fubjo &t now finkes
me, tha the eonvigtion of any one mem-
t or ot the propriety of this mealure. cone
| ot wallant the interpofitiem of the
H. ue Inteadof mking the individual
cpinion ot a ner:ber, itought to be ftar-
red that-sertain teQls exiity which, 1f
proved, will juftity en impeachment 1
‘o not know whether thefc ideas are tiot
v c orrects havingnowr-before contem-
plated, or bad a fuipicion that fucha |
arotion would be-made. \

. Ao thevamarks of the gentfeman |
froom Peps vivania, 1 do nor confider | moned
' o as entited to much weishte 1fihe | bill ¢ f
| 42 lured Ly him were of his perfonal | dence,
L knowiedpe, they weuld undoubredly | Inipht be w 1 ;
et vl Bur he merely flates | not that tendernefs of confcience which
(s wlich e has received from others, | has been diiplayed hylhE%eplldmaﬂiY“m
ond which amournts to nothing mere | Conneclicut. My conlcience teaches
than that'the judge refufd liberty 1o the 'me 1o accufe no man wrongfully, butto
counfel to argue a point 61 faw aiter it | deny enquiry into the official cqndu& of
was deciled. Lend confired their argu- | nonc, however exaited his ftavion ¢ and
n.ent to f; 'S, In o duipg, [hejudg:; | 1 had ill:\pO{‘L‘d front his pfﬁé‘“'fc [hat the
way have erred, but it was anerror ot | ¢ utleman held the fame opinion. Tor
for which he cannot be im |t willbe recofiected that on the eve of
No lawylr willy perhaps, fay | the clofe of the lait feiiron, he had him.
vhat it was not the province ot the judge | felt inilicuted 2n enquivy which went to
' to decide the law, »znd that he has not | impearh the condutt ot fome of the firlt
| the yight to prever couniel from arguing | ofiicers of 1l poveinment. No ene on
| it afier his ming is made nps  But this | that occafion flepped in between the de-
swmationds not of the knowledge of mand for_an inquity and }hofc officers

' Arc wethen o inftirute | implicated m it 7 No enquiry was made,

an enquiry into the conduét of « bigh | and it precluded any. turther proceeding
oft:cer of the novesamentmerelyon hear- | on the part of the Houle, fince the
'ay 7 This has never been done under charges which had been attempted-to be-
our government. I the late cafe of broupht forward wou'd not bear exami-
Judge Pickering, proot was . fermfhed natien. ‘Mr. R. concluded by cailing
by the athdaviis of wirnefies teflitying for 1he ycas and nays. .
certain {ats. ~1donot thaclore conir [ -Bir. (;m:ct;'t:!i'd'hefhoul&voteisﬂmﬁ
der it correct to procecd (o enquire on | the po

(tponement and in favour of the
the opinion of any gentleman. "} he pro-4 1eforution. ‘L he cafewas fomewhatnew,
ich | but.he percerv

[

s
i L--ain

iér
|
i
|.
|

| judgnient,

per courfe is firft to have prools whi =d no i:ppr'opri;ty in giv-
will juitity ourlelves to our own conici- ingr it the fame gilycctlon_ with all the
othér Fufinels eriginated in the Houfe.

encesin mating the enquiry,  For we Fufin i _
ought 1ot to touch the charater of a| What 1s this committee 1o be appointed
‘1'o inveflipate falls,- and report

judge, . ufilcls we are {atisfied from falrs | for e, : 3

that there is good 1-afon for an invefligi- | them O the Houle. Was-itnat_molt
tion into his condu@.  Gentlemien will | proper thar gentlemen whole charalers
not fay that making an enqu ry into the | were implicated fhould have, i (he firlt

which

Aeffed. . If on en-
ictee fhall be perfuaded! -

1t, on the contrary, | WO
e.the inter-

out fee or reward, unlertook his de-
| fefice. 1 mention their names to fhew
vhat there chuld haveé been no party pre- |
judices thatinfl wenced ttem. Whenthe
.rial came on thejudge behaved in {uch
a manner that Mr, Lewis declarcd he
uld not lo'i%r dearade his. prafellion.
“as to ple»”; ander the circumitaness im- |
g?,’.&i_ apon lum. Mr Dallas declated

b

re oficial candutt of a judge does not-touch
his charaéter. v A
Gentlemen fay if this committee find \
the ¢onduét of the judge to have been
corret, they will make,a report to that |
¢ffe€t 5 but it does not follow that the
report will conrain all the evidence ad-
duced, and Tulpicion ma il reft on
1 that fome

thecharaller of the jadge; &

cogrmittee,
he

bate. In1

iy
com

| - e .
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| inftance, fa&s

racter fhould be i
into view before the . 1
lefted one fact not yet alluded 1o in de-
mand Z?Gc_narﬂ St.
feated, g;eatl d

{tated privately beforea
hat parts of their cha-
mmediately. brought
Houfe?! Heé recol-

than t

army, under tae
St, Clait, was de-
tisfation atofe, and
3 e T

2 after the
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