—

e

VOL. IV.

.LINCOLN, NEB., THURSDAY, AUGUST 4, 1892.

NO. 8.

— —

——
E—

—_—

SHALL THE PEOPLE RULE

Speech on the Election of United States
Senators by the vote of the
People.

Delivared in the Houss of Representatives
July 12th, by Hon, O. M. Kem,
of Nebraska.

Mr. Speaker, in speaking to the reso-
lution that is before the house for its
consideration at this time, I do not do
so believing it a cure for all the evils
complained of by the people. But I
regard it asa step in the direction of
popular government, in which the voice
of the whole people will not only be
heard but heeded. In itlies a princi-
ple of justice and equality that should
be better es‘ablished bv the con:titu-
tion—a principle that must be well es-
tablished and maintained or we cannot

hope to preserve that perfect liberty
given by the Creator as the birthright
of man.

If time has developed the fact, as I
believe it has, that bzcause of defects
in its construction, the constitution no
longer gives that protection it was de-
signed t7 give, it is not only the privi-
lege, but the absolute duty of every
citizen who loves his country to use all
honorable means to remedy those de-
fects and make it as perfeet an instru-
ment of justice as it is possible to make.
It goes without saying that the consti-
tution, as constructed by the fathers,
was the greatest instrument of civil
government devised by man, and met
perfectly perhaps the requirements of
the day and date that brought it forth:
but if it was sufficient unto the evils of
that day it is no evidence that it is
sufficient unto the evils of theze degen-
erate days.

The fathers themselves saw the im-
possibility of a fixed organic law and
wisely made provisions for its amend-
ment from time to time as experience
might show to be necessary. The first
ten years after its adoption it was
amended ten times, sinc: which time
more thaa a century has elapsed and it
has been necessary to amend it but five
times. And, in my opinion, Mr. Chair-
man, five other amendments will carry
us safely through another century, pro-
vided they are of the right kind and
properly observed. This idea of scme
sacredness that attaches to the organic
law in the minds of some did not coa-
form to the ideas of our fathers res-

cting that instrument. They not
only held the right to alter and amend
the constitution, but if necesary to
abolish the government: for tac proof
of which I cite the Declaration of In-
dependen”e as follows. After defining

they u-e the following remarkable and
pertinent language:

That to secure these rights governments
are instituted among men, deriving their
just powers from tne consent of thegoverned,
that whenever any form of government be-
comes destructive of these ends, it is the
right of the people to alter or abolish it,
and to institute a new government, laying
its feundation on such principles and organ-
izing its power in such forms a: tothem
shall seem most like'y to effect their safety
and happin«ss.

Thus the fathers expressed their
ideas of true liberty, the natural rights
~f{ man, and the functions of govern-
ment. Holding those rights as sacred,
and the government simply as a ma-
chine created by the people to estab-
lish, protect and maintain them, and
when it failed to accomplish its pur-
pose to be altered and imProved, by
the power that made it, till it would
do it3s work, they reasoned that noth-
fng should stand between the people
and the enjoyment of their rights.
And, [ think, no man will stand on this
floor today and say this is not true.

This grinciple of liberty that was
true of that day is none the less true of
this: just as sacred, just as necessary,
as it was then: and should be as jealous-
ly guarded and maintained as it was
valiantly and stubbornly fought to es-
tablish. And the time has come, Mr.
Chairman, in my opinion, when the
constitution eshould b8 so amended as
to conform more nearly to the princi-
ples set forth in the Declaration of
Liberty and its own preamble.

1t was this evil of concentrating the

wer to govern in the hands of the
eow that the fathers sought to guard
against in framing the constitution,
and while it was a most radical meas-
ure for that period, we find a spirit of
conserva’ism eropping out here and
there, showing most clearly that they
were not certain in their own minds
that the people were wholly able t2
govern themselves. This fear mani-
fests itself perhaps with no greater
forea than in the provisions for elect-
ing the president of the United States,
which has at different times in the his-
tory of ovr country resulted in defeat-
ing the popular will by placing in the
executive chair a man whom the ma-
jority did not want and for whom they
did not vote, thus defeating the very
prineiples sought to be maiatained.

In 1876 the people were brought to
see the danger of an electoral systen
which made it necessary to provide an
electoral commission in order to pre-
serve the peace, and that placed the
judges of the supreme court in a posi-
tion that caused many people to feel
that the decision rendered was not free
from party prejudice. Mr, Chairman,

if 1 had the power, I would
go much farther than this res-
olution seeks to go: 1 would

remedy this defect in the Constitution
in order to guard the people against
the dangers that threatened the peace
and safety of the Republic during the
continuation of the electoral contest
referred to, by making the president
elective by the popular vote. I would
allow no middle man, as member of au
elec’oral college, to stand between the
neople and the consummation of their

defeat the popular wil', as they have
done in the past. The evil of this
defect is so apparent and the necessity
for a rem=dy so plain that all sickly
sentimentality should be thrust aside
and a fair amount of American common
sense applied to the blotting out of this
re:innant of Br.tish monarchical mis-
rule

Toerefore I btelieve the time has
fu'ly come when the people should be
allowed to say in the method provided
for in the resolution whether the
present manner of electing United
States senators shall continue, or
whether they shall be elected as the
members of tne House are elected, and
compelled to give an account of their
stewardship directly to the people
whom they are supposed to serve. The
only reason I know for the existence of
a United States senator at all is that
he was designed by the fathersasa
kind of check upon the wild and
dangerous ideas they feared would
emanate in the shape of law from the
House of Representatives, the only
body that is from and responsible to
the people; yet I will venture to say
that as many wild and dangerous meas-
ures have emanated from that end of
the hall as ever came from this.

As I have remarked, the fathers
were so ttoroughly imbued with the
ideas of a monarchial government they
could not quite believe that the inter-

ests of the people would be safe in their

own hands, hence established the
American house of lords, known as the
Urited States senate, to act in the
capacity of a guardian, and see that the
representatives of the people do not go
astray. We b lieve to say the leas’,
that the present mode of electing sen-
ators is not only unnecessary, unwise,
undemocratic, an un-American, but it
is absolutely dangerous, the tendency
being to centralize the power to govern
in the hands of the few, a practice that
if continued wiil destroy onr govern-
ment, and if the time everexisted when
it was necsssary, it has long since
passed, and the time come when the
evil should@ be remedied and the
people allowed to rule themselves.

We believe the relation between the
people and their legislators should be
the same as that existing between em-
ploger and employes, On farm or in
shop: that of a servant of the people,
and no intervening body should be em-
powered to employ the one to act in
that capacity but they should employ
their own servants, and hoid them
directly responsible for their work.
These views were held by a strong ele-
ment of the Federal convention that
adopted the constitution, and at one
time threatened to disrupt it, and
they continued to be advocated at in-
tervals by leading statesmen up 10
1850.

Mr. Benton held as a funiamental
truth to which there was no exception,
“that liberty would be ruined by pro-
viding any kind of substitue for popu-
lar election;” asserting that all elec_
tions would degenerate into fraud and
violence as the result of intermediate
clective bodies. He showed further
that it was the law of the few to disre-

ot power into their hands, and that

berty bad been destroyed whenever
intermediate bodies obtained the direc-
tion of the popular will; he reasoned
from history, the philo:ophy of
government, and the nature of man,
and referred to the p-riod of direct
voting in Greece and Rome as the
“grand and glorious periods of popular
government,” wh.n the people were
more prosperous than at any other
period in the history of those govern-
ments, and woutd up with these
words:

] belfeve in the capacity of the people for
gelf-government, ‘but they must have fair
Hlay. fair play at the elections on which all

epends,

Mr. Benton summed up the whole.
matter in the last few words, when he
makes the ability of the peoFle to gov-
ern themselves rest on a fair expres-
sion of their will. This is the gecret of
the whole matter, and ,unless we can
secure a2d maintaia free and fair elec-
tions that shall not only express the
will of the whole people, but shall be
respected as such, history will repeat
itself, and this governmeant is doomed
just as every other one has been that.
failed to g .ard preperly the franchise
of its people. The ballot is the Ameri-
can’s only safeguard, the only mediur
through whica he may quietly and
legally express his desires as a citizen,
the only peaceable means by which
necessary and harmless revolution may
ba brought, upon which rests the honor
and life of the nation.

Therefore the franchise should be
held sacred and jealously guarded by
every device calculated to make it the.
medium that sball indeed register and.
maintain a freeman’'s will. Is this the
result of the present mode of electing
Unit:d States senators? History an-
swers no; from all over this land, from.
this state and that, like foul reports
blackening the fair name of virtue,
comes the evidence of the subversion of
of the popu'ar will, of fraud and intri-
gue, the result of concentrating the
vote of the whole state in the hands of
a few individuals comprising an inter-
mediate body of which one or two may,.
and often do, hold the balance of power
and actually elect.

Thus we see clearly the great danger-
arising from the present system in the-
opportunities offered the bribe-taker,
who does not hesitate to sacrifice all
honor or friendsh'p for money or polit-
ical position. To show further the
danger of our pre:ent method of elect-
ing senators allow me to illustra‘e. In.
a legisla'ive body compcsed of 100 mem-
bers 51 vo'es will elect There
are thred candidates in the field;:
one has 49 or 50 votes, the bal--
ance is divided between the other
wwo. Here we have the votes of millions .
of so-called [reemen, in a land where it
is said every man is a sovereign, con--
centrated into one or two ballots; the
sovereign will of the milli ns gathered .
into the sovereign will of two individ- -
uals who are but human, governed per- -
haps, as cften is the case, by selgh,,
s rdid motives, ho'ding the absolute:
power to make another man, who is.
equally human, Uni'ed States senator

for six years; tha result, a dead-lock of




