




































































and owing to the great number of strangers which

attend the house, he had been induced to give .
directions, that after this day, the southern

part of the House should no longer be appropri-

ated to strangers, but that the northern end

alone, and the gallery would be opened for that

purpose until the House should direct to the

contrary.

This fluid situation on the sacred precincts of the House also appears to
have admitted lobbying in the Portico's passage in a very modern form, as
James A, Bayard in debate revealed:

« « » There was scarcely a member in the House, he
thought, who did not know that the House was divi-
ded into different parts; one of which was for the
members, and another for strangers. The part assign-
ed to the members was the floor and lobby; and the
galleries for those who choose to attend their pro-
ceedings., With respect to the lobby, the Speaker,

as the general conservator of peace and order in ‘
the House, had the same charge over it, as over . i 3
other parts of the house. If any person, who is not ’
a member were to take a member's seat, the Speaker

would undoubtedly turn him out, and he had the same

right to order any person out of the lobby. But the

gentleman said there was no rule upon the subject.

Nor can there be any; for though gentlemen sometimes

introduced their friends into the Lobby of the Housc ,

which was a thing of courtesy, they certainly had g ‘”.1" 1
no right to do so,31 ' b e

30. The New World, June 6, 1797.

31, Claypoole's American Dailly Advertiser, Mar. 23, 1798,




The seating arrangement of the House as described above ignored
earlier precedent of delegation seating in the Continental Congress where
votes were taken by states and the members sat together at tables, In
the House of Representatives where each member had one vote and represen-
tational form had been adopted such an arrangement was unnecessary. In
accepting the Furopean form of seating on concentric rows as in a theater,
facing the presiding officer, the Speaker, they followed logic and reason;
the party system had not yet appeared, nor had they adopted the ministerial
form of & Parliament with its facing benches indicative of a division of
the house. Unlike the present-day House of Representatives, that of the
1790's had desks, a luxury their few numbers allowed. The "pell-mell"
distribution of Representatives, as described above, came from the absence
of party at first, and then, until emergence of highly disciplined party
alignments at a much later date, following the custom so far observed.

The highly valuable seating plan drawn by Rep. Philip Van Courtlandt in
1795, and presented as Illustration No. 3, shows some Federalists seated
together as well as some noted Republicans grouped in Jike fechion., Butl
so are some Representatives from the same state or section. Iriendships
doubtless explain why some are at a particular location, whiic acoustics,
warmth and cold, drafts, relationship 1o the gallery and other such
factors can be credited with placing other congressmen where they are
shown. In other words it was then unlike today a matter entirely of per-
sonal choice to all but an intriguing few,32

The Representative who made his way through the lobby and on to the
floor of the house in the 1790's found himself the recipient of certain
services and conveniences beyond those noted by the Polish visitor.
Pigeon holes for incoming mail and a bag for outgoing were handily lo-
cated by the lobby door. A refreshment table with drinks was situated
in the vicinity of the bay.33 They customarily met at eleven and were

32, Unlike European parliaments, of course, the House had no "left",
"right", and “center".

33, James Hillhouse to Mrs. Rebecca Hillhouse, Dec. 19, 1791, Hillbouse
Family Papers, Yale University.
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out of the chamber by three or three-thirty, although unusual business
might bring them back in the evening. Committee meetings might bring them
in during the morning or even, as in one recorded instance on a Sunday.34
At six dollars per day of atiendance the pay was good, at least according
to those observers who remarked about it: "“There is outcry against the
immense sums that Congress receives from the Treasury for its salaries,
Certainly the work that is done is not worth the money that they receive,
but if one considers the harm that they prevent by their presence, by
their existence alone, one agrees that the money it costs is well spent."35
In the best political tradition, members of the House never lost sight
of the gallery. At one point during debaie on frontier defense, “Yan honor-
able gentleman asked, whether this was a day set apart for rhetorical

34, Diary of George Nelson, 1780-81; 1790-92, Jan. 19, 1791, Histori-
cal Society of Pennsylvania. "I have been called this¢ morning to the House
at an early hour, on a little business." Roger Griswold to Miss Fanny
Griswold Dec. 21, 1797. "Truly my eyes are almosl useless but the pres-
sure of business occupies every moment of my time--yestierday for instance
was Sunday--necessity compelled me to meet a Comt® at ten o'clock in the
morning--we sat till three, met again at Seven & did not separate till
past eleven . . ." Theodore Sedgwick to /anonymous/, Feb. 25, 1799, Sedwick
Papers, 111, 1799-1833, Folder “1799-1800," Massachusetts Historical Society.

35. Niemcewicz, op. cit.;, 41. '"We have passed a Law relating to pay
of the members of Congress and also the Senate in which Law we have con~
tinued the pay of the representatives atl six Dollars per Day as usual &
have reduced the pay of the Senators from seven 1o six Dollars not being
able to see the propriety of their receiving more than the other branch

of the Government they drawing no more labours to perform." Francis
Preston to Col, James Dysarti, Mar. 10, 1796, Preston Papers, Virginia His-~

torical Society.
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flourishes, as the galleries were open, and he saw the shorthand writers
stationed at their different posts."36 Nevertheless, they were not in-
frequently deprived of an auditory when debate on malters considered too
sensitive for the public ear were being taken up and the galleries accord-
ingly cleared of spectators.37 As the decade lengthencd, resistance to
closing the doors of the House stiffened and debate was held occasionally
on the question:

You know I should desire that the deliberations of
both houses were equal open to ithe Public., 1 believe
it a requisite of a Republic that all Public business
is laid open for the Public--~a deviation of it is an
encroachment upon and open violation of our Rights--
Let Despots enjoy their nocturnal Councils we want
them not . . .38

36. Gales and Seaton, Annals of Congress (Washirpgton, 1849), 111, 342,

37. "YBusiness of a privale nature occurring, the galleries were
cleared and closed." Ibid., 11, 2014. "The Speaker having informed the
House, that he had some private communications to make, the galleries were
cleared." Ibid., 2017, ™"The House resolved itself into a Committee of the
Whole, on the communications from the Presidenti, respecling the Western
frontiers, whereupon the doors were closed." 1Ibid., 111, 328, "The Rar-
liamentary etiquette requiring that this should be done by the House, and
not by a committee, the committee / of the whole7 rose for the purpose;
and, The Speaker having resumed the Chair, the motion for clearing the
galleries was renewed," 1lbid., 348,

38, Tobias van der Kemp to Peter van Gaasback /M.C,/, Jan. 15, 1794,
MSS Letters, Museum of the City of New York. "We spend much time, in
eloquent discussions about opening Gallery Doors, when we are in hearing
& discussing private communications from the Presedk of the United States,
so declared by him; for it is said, after we get the sccret--it is ours
not the Presidents,--& if we please to divulge it, we ought, & every thing
ought to be made known to a free people--We are butl the Voice of the people
& their servants, & shall we keep anything secret from them?--& then will
follow an elegant discussion about Republicanism; & 1he danger of our des-
troying the liberties of the people, &c &c ~" Uriah Tracy to Simeon
Baldwin, Jan, 30, 1794, Baldwin Family Papers, Yale University.
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And having played to the gallery, the House found its collective self at

a disadvantage when disturbances in response to events on the floor erupt-
ed above them, In an effort to prevent such occurrences, Elias Boudinot
moved the resolution that "whenever in the opinion of the Speaker, or of

the Chairman of the committee of the whole House, any disorderly or im-
proper behavior shall happen in the galleries, it be a standing rule of

this House, that the Speaker or chairman do order the galleries to be
immediately cleared, without taking the opinion of the House of conmittee,"39
In one instance, the Speaker, anticipating trouble, tried to put the gal-
lery on its good behaviour in advance:

He suggested to the house and the citizens in the gal-
leries the propriety of not suffering the fervour of
enthusiasm to infringe on the dignity of the represen-
tative councils of the United States, he recommended,
that a respectful silesrice should be observed as most
compatible with the true dignity of the house and the
honour of the magnanimous republic that was the sub-
ject of the message.

And the House took its status seriously enough to punish harshly blatant
transgressions of its precincts. When iwo promoters, Robert Randall and
Charles Whitney, tried to hustle certain Representatives for a large
tract of western lands, they misguidedly suggestied the congressmen might
“take a slice of the loaves and fishes."?l This imprudent hint earned
them a trip to the bar of the House where they were interrogated and
charged. Despite able counselling from leaders of the Philadelphia bar,
James Tilgham and William Lewis, and the plea that though "indelicate"

398, Claypoole's‘American Daily Advertiser, Mar, 19, 1792,

40, Ibid., Jan, 6, 1796,

41. Roger Griswold to Mrs. Fanny Griswold, Dec, 28, 1795, Griswold
Family Papers, Yale University.




the conduct had been "free from criminal motives and intentions,'" Randall
was "adjudged to confinement until further order of the House."42

At the same time the Representatives were big enough not to over-react
to expressions of displeasure in the galleries held within reasonable

bounds:

The people of Philadelphia, were mad when we levied
the first Embargo, & then they were mad to have us
continue it; after that, they were mad to have us

take it off, . . . You will see by this, what an
Excellent Political Barometer these folks are--
Congress has been abused more by these Philadelphians,
the present session, than I supposed any body of men
could or would bear, but I am convinced, our patience
has had a proper effect, as I can discern, they begin
to fear us, which is the only passion, which can be
wrought upon us their creature; they supposcd Con-
gress their servants, have pursued our business stead-
ily, & paid no attention to them (except turning them
out of the Gallery) & they now say, 'we must coax these
stubborn fellows, as they are determined not to be
driven',43

Finally, the boisterousness was not all on one side. Tempers shortened
at the decade's end to the point of setting one congressman on another;

42, A. B. Keith, ed., The John Gray Blount Papcrs (Raleigh, 1959),
11, 635, John Clopton to anonymous, Jan. 16, 1796, John Clopton Papers,
XIv--D & E, Duke University. Clopton felt that the House action involved
a “danger that hereafter any applications to members of the Legislature
ZROusg7 to interest them in support of a petition, however innocent might
by Such a precedent be construed into a breach of privilege--that that is
too much like the high-strained prerogatives of the British Parliament."
Philadelphia Aurora, Jan., 5, 1796. Randall was detained for Llrec weeks.

- 43, Uriah Tracy to Simeon Baldwin, May 13, 1794, Paldwin Family Pa-
pers, Yale University. -




MThacher on Friday, offered Blount a personal insult in debate--Blount
challenged him /To a duel7--Thacher refused to accept the challenge-~-
Thus it remains with a determination on Blount's part to kick him on sight,"44

A fitting, final custom made its appearance while the House remained
in Congress Hall; obsequies for a fellow member deceased:

Mr., Macon, rose, and said his colleagues had laid upon
him the painful task of informing the House, that their
friend and colleague, Colonel Bryan . . . died this morn-
ing at nine o'clock--Mr. J, Parker hoped that a resolution
of a similar kind to that which was adopted on the death
of a colleague of his (Colonel Bland) when Congress sat
at New York, would now be agreed to, He accordingly pro-
posed the following: --Resolved, that the members from
the state of North Carolina, be a committee to superin-
tend the funeral of the deceased and ithat this House

will attend the same . . .45

In a further resolution, the House determined to “go into mourning for
a month, in order to show their respect to {he late Nathan Bryan, dcceased

from North Carolina, by wearing a plece of crape on the lcft arm, "0

5. Membership and Leadcership

The Constitution required that a Representative should be 25 years of
age, seven ycars a citizen of the United Statcs, and an inhabitant of the
state from whence chosen. The House could judge the elections, returns,
and qualifications of its own members, It also could choose its own of-
ficers, none of them enumerated except the spcaker,

44. Henry Tazewell to anonymous, June 11, 1797, Rives Colleclion,
Madison Papers, vol, I, Library of Congress.,

45, The Weekly Magazine, June 9, 1798,

46, Philadelphia Aurora, June 5, 1798,

26




~r

[

A membership totalling 65 came to Philadelphia in 1790. This was ex- . e

panded in 1793 to 106 through reapportiomment and addition of new states. .,
Altogether membership in the six Congresses, House of Representalives, ﬁf

totalled 298. Only long and deep study can unravel the skein of personal-
ity and interrelationship that this great number of Representatives,
brought into Congress Hall over the decade of meetings. Some few can be i
singled out for the roles played and generalizations can be made within 3
reasonable limits as to what they stood for in the round.

Quality of membership through this period has been judged variously, &

depending on the cant and knowledge of those rendering judgment. The names
of quite a few stand in oversize print on the page of history-~as soldiers - e
of note during the War or presidents later, or signers al one time or .
another. But many, many more are unrecognizahle by any but experts, if
indeed by them. The House of Representatives in these Congresses cannot
be evaluated by either extreme criterion., What they were charged with
doing had a certain weight at the time that is perhaps enlarged by the late
success and stability of the govermment ihey launched with but reasonable
hopes and expectations. So, they were brilliant; and they were also far
from brilliant most of the time. They were colorful and dull, serious and
frivolous, and better than average most of the time. There is an old :
saying that every legislative body is a mirror reflecting accurately the
voters, Granted the voter qualifications of the 1790's these Congresses
would have been by this standard representative of the ruling class of
that time. As we know them by their writings, they were no mean body of 1 %
men, Nurtured and advanced by a society having few extremes and many ; |
opportunities, schooled in government in their home states, they brought
to the House talents respectable in any age. As Nicncewlicz observed in

- viewing that body of legislators "The order, the propriety, the tranquility
that one notices in this assembly shows that this people has for a long

time been accustomed to deliberations and to a form of representative 5£
government descendent of the English. It seems _that love of order, and :
sangfroid are qualities innate in them; ., . ." St. Jean de Crevecour's 'k i

American sent these men 1o Congress, and what they reflected is complimentary. ‘ ¢

47, Niemcewicz, op. cit., 43. %
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Running a finger down the roster page of members, state-by-state, one
collects a list covering a century of the nation's history:

Roger Sherman, Connecticut

Anthony Wayne, Pennsylvania-Georgia
William Pinkney, Maryland

Fisher Ames, Massachusetts

Elbridge Gerry, Massachusetts

Theodore Sedgwick, Massachusettis

Jonathan Dayton, New Jersey

Nathaniel Macon, North Carolina

Albert Gallatin, Pennsylvania

Frederick Augustus Muhlenberg, Pennsylvania
John Rutledge, South Carolina

Andrew Jackson, Tennessee

Henry Lee, Virginia

John Marshall, Virginia

Daniel Morgan, Virginia

John Randolph, Virginia

William Henry Harrison, Northwest Territory

To this list might be added those able men of the decade whose reputations
faded generations ago: Roger Griswold, Connecticut; James Hillhouse,
Connecticut; James A. Bayard, Delaware; Henry Dearborn, Massachusetts; ‘
Harrison Gray Otis, Massachusetts; Abraham (lark, New Jersey; John Secvier,
North Carolina; Thomas Hartley, Pennsylvania; Robert Goodloe Harper, South
Carolina; William B. Giles, Virginia; and Abraham B. Venable, Virginia.
And 1t must be remembered that many of the pcriod's most resounding names
can be found on the rolls of the Senate, on the federal bench, in Washing-
ton's administration, or governor's mansions,

As is suggested by the figures above, turnover changed and diluted,
or occasionally enhanced the House's makeup. Twenty-seven of the sixty-
five in the first House retired in 1791. a

48. Douglas S. Freeman, George Washington (New York, 1954), VI, 287n, ‘ 4




Anthony Wayne of those listed above had a short and stormy career as
a representative from Georgia in the House, from March 4, 1792 until March 21,.
1792, James Jackson contested his election and on the latter date the
House unseated Wayne. Irregularities in the canvass and residence require-
ment became the points of issue during the six days of hearing.49 Another
test of the House's authority to determine its membership took place four
years later when Israel Smith of Vermont retained his seat .0

Despite the availability of able men in the House, leadership in this
period was never its long suit. From today's understanding of the Speaker's
office, its long previous history in England and the colonies, and its
being enumerated in the Constitution, more might be expected of it than in
fact showed, Not until Henry Clay's accession to the office in the next
century did it become the powerful force in House leadership with which we
are ‘amiliar. It would appear that the firsti Congress sought an arbiter
when selecting Frederick Augustus Conrad Muhlenberg for the office. A
Lutheran clergyman, Muhlenberg had years of political background in the
Continental Congress and the Pennsylvania Assembly. The qulities that par-
ticularly recommended this corpulent giant of a man 1o the post were,
according to one authority,''common sense and tact, about the only quali-
fications needed at the time, because the specalkership was uot originally a
political oftice."%? Doubtless, the effort to give sectional balance to
srincipal postis in the govermment played a part too. Coming from one of
the middle states, he took his place with a president from the South and
the Senate's presiding officer from New England (Adams). Although appa-
rently a Federalist when he took office, he showed independence from the

49, Gales and Seaton, Annals_of Congress (Wash., 1849), 11}, 401-2,
458~9, Nicholas Gilman to President Bartlett, Mar, 22, 1762, Gilman
Papers, New Hampshire Hist. Society.

50, Theodore Sedgwick to Ephraim Williams, Feb, 16, 1796, Sedgwick
Papers, 111, Folder No. 1, Massachusetts Historical Society,

61, Harlow, op., cit., 123,
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gstart and by decade's end formally joined the Republicans. A strong
speechmaker, he preserved the House's decorum.

With the start of the Second Congress Muhlenberpg's record came under
review--and was found wanting. He had “shown signs of leaning away from
administration measures."2 When the vote was taken Connecticut's Jonathan
Trumbull had been elected Speaker.®3 With party spirit and polities in
the air when the Third Congress convened, Muhlenberg regained the position
of Speaker. Three ballots were taken before he gainecd a majority.54
Jonathan Dayton, a moderate Federalist, noted for his anti-British bias,
won the position in 1795 and again in 1797 despite Republican majorities
in the House, Astute and statesmanlike in his maneuverings, he was less
than perfect in his control of the House. 1n 1799 the Sixth Congress,
completely in the hands of the Federalists, elected Theodore Sedgwick.
Sedgwick's extreme partisanship led to many instances of prejudicial
conduct, the most flagrant of which involved speaking against a propo-
sal from the chair.%®

To find the House's real leadership in the 1790's one has to look to
the floor. Choosing to enter the popular chamber through preference formed
by 1deals, James Madison brought to the chanber his prestige as falher of

52, M. P. Follett, The Speaker of thc House of Representatives (New
York, 1909), 65.

53. lbid. Philadelphia General Advertiscer, Oci, 24, 179],

54, Follett, op. cit., 65-6. Philadelphia General Advertijiser, Dec., 2,
1793.

55. Follett, op. cit., 67-8., "Mr. Sedgwick was 'a very classical
articulation'--yet, he had difficulty in making himself understood when he
delivered the Answer of the House of Representatives to the President."
Philadelphia Aurora, Dec. 9, 1799,

56, Follett, op. cit., 68. When Dayton became ill during his second
term as Speaker, George Dent of Maryland was elecled temporary Spcaker on
April 20, 1798,
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the Constitution and principal author of the Federalist Papers. No giant
of debate, he applied an "excellent understanding" and a "sound judgment,
which perceives truth with great clearness," to legislative tasks. He
was also considered to be '“remarkably perspicuous and methodical," and a
"gtudious man, devoted to business, and a thorough master of almost every
public question,’” he could be persuasive in debate.57 I'isher Ames, 1like
‘Madison a member of the First four Congresses, possessed greal talent as
a debator, where his reasoning outshone that of any contemporary. A pro-
moter of the commercial and tariff interests of New Ingland, he embraced
Hamiltonianism enthusiastically, and espoused it effectively in the House.
Albert Gallatin, the Swiss-born Representative from Western Pennsylvania,
entered the house in 1795 and took over Jeffersonian lcadership after
Madison's retirement in 1797, He debated effectively despite a harsh ac-
cent, and employed a special knowledge of finance with the House's pro-
blems of that time.59 Floor leaders Robert Goodloc Harper (1797) and
Roger Griswold (1800) though only in their thirties "set a high tone".
The latter especially has found high favor with histiorians of the House:
*In political knowledge, forceful eloguence, and profound legal ability,
Griswold ranked among the first men of the nation. And he had spirit."GO
Indeed he did, as his involvement in a notorious incident on thc floor of
the House with Matthew Lyon attests.

58

57, But ordinarily was unimpressive: "He speaks low, his person is
littie, and ordinary. He speaks decently, as to manner, and no more,"
Ames, op. cit., 35-6. Harlow, op. cit., 123,

58, Ibid,, 124. George B. Galloway, History of the_House of Repre-
sentatives(New York, 1961), 112,

59, 1lbid.

60, De Alva Stanwood Alexander, History and Procedure of the House
of Representatives(New York, 1916), 111. By 1797 Griswold was drafting
House replies to presidential messages. Roger Griswold to Fanny Griswold,
May 20, 1797, Grisowld Family Papers, Yale University. ‘
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In much the same manner that Gallatin succeeded Madison as the lead-
ing House Republican after 1797, so too did John Marshall succeed Fisher
Ames, A debater of persuasive gifts that afforded no answer, he dominated
issues much as he did men., When the Federalists needed a champion they
called on Marshall,

6. House Officials and Officialdom

The House's official family during the 1790's consisted of the Clerk
of the House and his assistants, a Sergeant-at-Arms, a Doorkeeper and his
assistant, (or Messenger), and a Chaplain. This small body of men saw to
the temporal and spiritual well-being of the membership, performed required
routine functions suggested by their titles, and added to the official
sense of the House some of its tone and quality.

Then as now a position of consequence, the office of Clerk of the
House though titled by parliamentary precedent to conform to that of the
House of Commons and colonial assemblies, from the first began to bear
away from their non-partisan character. Today's clerk of the House occu-
ples a post of great dignity and responsibility that traditionally repre-
sents the party in power with an expectation of but two yeurs tenure.
Several, of course, have served much longer owing to oulstanding ability
and force of personality. The importance of ihe Clerk's office lies not
in taking responsibility for routine duties performed by himself and his
staff (keeping the Journal, referring private bills, assigning bills and
comuittee reports to calendars, affixing the llouse seal to documents,
certifying 1o the Senate the passage of bills and resolutions, securing
labor and supplies and paying for them, collecting various papers nct
reported from comnittees after adjournment, or even in certifying compen-
sation Tor congressmen in the Speaker's absence), indispensable though
his attention to them may be., It resides, significantly, in the authority
prior to the opening of Congress of making up the roll preparatory to his
bringing the House to order; and calling it. In the process of compiling
it, the Clerk examines credentials, studies election returns, investigates
contested cases, and institutes inquiries upon receipt of complaints and
allegations of irregularities, This exceptional stiretch of authority
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confers great prestige upon the office. And 1t is enhanced by his pre-
siding over the election of a Speaker. In consequence, the office has
attracted the ablest men in public life, %!

By selecting John Beckley of Virginia the first Clerk of the House,
the membership of 1789 gives indication of understanding the direction to
which the office would incline, though its logical culmination lay years
in the future. An Etonian, Beckley became an original member of Phi Beta
Kappa while at the College of William and Mary. le soldiered as a Lieu-
tenant during the Revolution without receiving undue applause. That period
of his life was marked more spectacularly by involvement in public affairs,
particularly in posts that fitted him for roles of sticerage in the years
ahead: assistant clerk of the Committee of Safety at Williamsburg in 1776,
assistant clerk of the House of Delegates later that year, clerk of the
Senate in 1777, and clerk of the House of Delepates, succeeding Edmund
Randolph, from 1779 until 1789 or beyond. He also served as alderman and
then mayor of Richmond. Immediately before lieing elected Clerk of the
House of Representatives, he served the Virginia Federal Convention of
1788 as secretary. This remarkable series of clerkships made the man
Jeffeggon called the “ablest clerk in the US" an ideal choice for the posi-
tion,

Beckley's personal attributes matched his qualificatlions in every
respect. Free from grinding material necessity thanks to moderate wealth,
he could pursue and impose his brand of Republican idealism as occasion
presented without fear of consequences. Ilis equipment in such pursuits
was exceptional and calculated to give effect to his office. For one thing,
lhe was, according to a memorialist, a "personable and able speaker" whose

61. Alexander, op. ¢it., 91-2., A power conferred on Secretary Thomson
by the Continental Congress in 1785 and adopted by the House in 1791.

62. Philip M. Marsh, "“John Beckley, Mystery Man of the Early Jeffer-
sonians," Pennsylvania Magazine of History and Biopraphv, LXXII, 54-5,




"elocutionary ability was . . . evident in oratory."63 As witnessed in
action, Washington's presidential message in hand during 1793, "Beckley's
ennunciation, . . . was admirably clear, giving every syllable of every
word . . . he was almost the only officer whose official duty il is to
read, who I ever heard read well,"64 And, as his memorialist observes,
his, "niceties of enunciation were carried over into a meticulous care

in writing. The Beckley letters are exactly even daintily written, por-
haps the most clearly decipherable of all the letters of his time--master-
pieces of penmanship and diction.”

“Endowed as he was with such qualities, certain to be gratefully
acknowledged in a body whose meetings were open to the public, Beckley
thrived: 1initially thought to be unaligned and assiduous, efficient,
and decorative, he was rewarded by the House in 1791 by being "deemed to

63, lbid., 56, VWhile decrying Federalist peculation real and
fancied, Beckley managed to live with himself though engaged in land
speculation, In 1799 he profitted to the tune of $12,000, gained from
sale of a tract of Kentucky land., Ibid., 65.

64, Recalled by Arthur Stansbury, who was there, in his
Recollections and Anecdotes of the Presidents of the United States,
quoted by Marsh, Ibid.,, 56. Two examples of his oralorial prowess
have survived--on paper at least--an inaugural speech and « Fourth of
July oration, both given in 1801, Mn the former occusion he roused
his listeners with ihs flourish: '"Republican citizens, bohold your
triumph!” On the latter he exulted that a turn in the weather fa-
vored them with an omen: that having voted right, a more perfect
state awaited them: ", , . the gentle zephyr refreshes the eve of
our festivity, and the vaulted asure presents to our gladdened and
rclated spirits, a serenily congenial with the happy state into which
our country has passed, through a season of heat and apprehension.”
lbid., 66-7.
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continue in office /rom Congress to Congress/ until another be appointed."65

This resolution may have constituted tacit recognition as well of the
authority wielded by him at the organization of the House and the prac-
tical need of its continuance.

In time, however, the partisan in their model Tlerk bepan to seep out
and gain notice. Though son of a peer of the realm, Sir William Beckley,
he had become an ardent Republican. His sympathies may have begun to
shift early., To a provincial American, the fagging prevalent in 18th cen-
tury English public schools may have been more influential than all the
playing fields of Eton in determining .character. Certainly, from the time
that divisions started to appear in the govermmeni over favorites in the
renewed conflict between France and Great Britian, he lent his cnergies
and to some extent his office Lo political cause. Little of this was overt,
earning him in the estimation of his memorialist the distinction of being
"a challenging enigma," and the "undercover political strategist of his
time." Not yet the subject of a biography or extensive other treatment,
he is known to have heen nevertheless:

« + o an intimate of the political family of Jefferson,
Madison, Monroe, Taylor, Logan, Freneau, Bache, Duane,
and others, and a secret power in the Republican affairs
of 1790 to 1801. An implacable enemy of lamilton,
Pickering, Smith, Fenno, and ithe administrations of
Washington and Adams, a passionate lover of France and

65, Renewed in 1793: "shall be deewed ito continue in office until
a successor shall be appointed." Gales and Seaton, op. cit., 1T 2025,
111, 964. His grasp of the office is illustrated by the wide avthority
he assumed for remodelling of the House's quarters in Congress Hall
during 1793: 'Itake the liberly to suggest such provision in the altler-
ation of the building for the accommodation of Congress, as, it appears
to me, is indispensably necessary for the House of Representatives.
"Three Committee rooms, and a lLobby room, of equal size with the present
Committee rooms, two rooms for the Clerks office, and one for a library
wanting . . ." Beckley to unknown, Apr. 29, 1793, Stauffer Coll.,
Vol, XIII, folio 891, Historical Society of Pennsylvania.




hater of Britian, gatherer and distributor of exten-
sive secret information, . . . go-between, gossip,
messenger for Jefferson and his friends, the party
watchdog pointing at Hamilton and the "“monarchists,"

he covered his tracks too well. Even now, with many

of his letters available, he remains elusive, ever

the cautious lawyer, hard to find, pursue, or corner.%6

So self-righteous was Beckley in his convictions, that he appears to have
felt no doubts and thus no scruples where political principle was in-
volved. His position as House Clerk put him "in a position to hear and
see a great dealu"6 All of this he passed along clandestincly through
party channels, usually undigested. While cautious in letting things out
to a less select and trusted public, he did force one matter to an un-
wanted conclusion--Hamilton's affair with Mrs. Reynolds. The aspersions
against Hamilton's public character when exposed to full light reflected
instead against his private character., The attempt to impeach his inte-
grity unexpectedly was productive of scandal insteadnﬁs During the 1796
election, he managed Jefferson's campaign in Pennsylvania, still in a
conspiratorial manner, but hardly suppressed to the point where nothing

66, Marsh, op., cit., 54,
67. 1bid., 58.

68, Hamilton's affair with Mrs. Reynolds early in the decade exposed
Lhim to blackmail, and becoming known forced a private acknowledgement to
prevent misrepresentation before the general public. Much later, Beckley
leaked certain of the Reynolds letters to James Callender, who published
his Observations on Certain Documents (1797) exposing the whole unsavory
relationship. Ibid., 57-8. Goodspeed's Calaloguec No. 510, 43-4, item 102,




‘éht>wed.69 Also, he was seen in the company of anti-administration editor,

. 'Benjamin Franklin Bache, whose Aurora benefitted by access of its stenogra-
:phérs to the floor of the House to report the debates. While his office thus

took on an increasingly strong partisan hue, Beckley withstood Federalist

w}ath, supported by Republican majorities. Finally, in the special session

of Congress that met in May 1797, he came up temporarily short, and the House
eXeméised its option to “appoint a successor," by the narrow margin of one vote,
41 to 40, Pennsylvanian Johathan W, Condy replaced Beck]vy.70 Though deprived

—B9.H& proved himself a thorough organizer, the main ingredient then as

now in winning elections. Writing to a friend in west statle Pennsylvania on

October 17, 1796, he employed guarded reference throughout on those matters
concerning identity and time factors in the campaign of that district:

'Y had forwarded to you a pacet with handbills. . . . You best know what

characters to address them to. In a few days a select republican friend

from the City, will call upon you with a parcel of ticketls to be distributed

in your county. . . . He is one of two republican friends who have undertaken !
to ride thru all the middle and lower counties on this business, and bring »
with them six or eight thousand tickets., ., . . The great victory obtained f
here over the united and combined forces of the British and Aristocrats, ﬁ
gives us great confidence and is a presage of success in the choice of Elec- B
tors; to throw out Muhlenberg, who gave the casting votle for the British ‘ !
treaty, and elect Blair McClenachan in his room, who recommended to kick the . f
treaty to hell." Quoted in Bernard F&y, "Early Party Machinery in the United :
States; Pennsylvania in the Election of 1786," Pennsylvania Magazine of His- il
tory and Biography, LX, 386. Such vehemence in pursuit of {he cause may be 3
assumed to have surfaced in various ways however sub rosa the means of
communicating it.

70, Porcupine Gazelte, May 16, 1787, In an appeal for support of the
public in the period ahead, Beckley explained the event as follows: “Eight ;
years of tried and faithful services as Clerk to the House of Representa- B
tives of the United States approved by iwo successive unanimous reappoint- ﬁ
ments to office, have been rewarded by a sudden vote of removal on Monday
last. This removal obtained by a majority of one vote only has, I believe,
without reference to the uncandid means used to effect it, been altogether
produced by the absence of 25 members, a great majoritiy of whom were known
to be my friends, and whose distant residence most probably precluded them
from an early notice of the unexpected call of Congress, and thereby prevented
a punctual attendance on the first gny of the scesion. New Werld, May 31,
1797,




of his stipend of $1500 per annum plus iwo dollars a day allowance, Beckley
took his ouster in stride, and remained in the capital city, active in
politics and busy as an officeholder and attOrney,71 After biding his time
for four years as clerk of Philadelphia's Mayor's Court and Orphans Court,
as notary public and election official, he was aguin elected by the House
in 1801 to the clerkship, in which capacity he served his remaining years
through 1807.72 His final achievement in a life of more than common inte-
rest was his appointment to the additional post of librarian to Congress‘on
January 29, 1802.

71. Miscellaneous Treasiury Accounts, General Accounting Office, Na-
tional Archives, 5 Nov - 31 Dec 1792, No. 3435. 1In the aforementioned
appeal for the public's patronage, Beckley asserted with indignation his
needs, his qualifications, and his defense against any hint of malfeasance
in office: '“thus, has a large and helpless family dependent on me, and
consequently on my public office, been suddenly deprived of the means of
present subsistence. You, my fellow citizens, who have scen and witnessed
the assiduity, fidelity, and propriety of my public conduct in office, and
which I defy the tongue of malice to impeach, can best determine whether
I have merited this treatment, To you I confidentily appeal, and on your
impartial support as confidenlly rely in that line of business, in law, in
whieh 1 was educated. Having qualified as an Attorney and Counsel at law,
in the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania, and therefore entitled to practice
in all the other Courts of the Stale, I offer my services in such of the
Courts as are held in this city, to those who may be pleased to employ me,
under an assurance of the same assiduity, fidelitly, and ponctuality which
has heretofore marked my public conduct. Present application will be re-
celved at my house, No. 90, Scuth Lighth-stircet, and as scon as convenient
Office Room, in a central situation, can be obtained, it chall be publicly
notified,"

72. Pennsylvania Archives, 9th Series, 111, 1609, 1743, 1783, 17806,
1792. Philadelphia Directory, 17989, John Pollard to S. Bryan, Mar., 27,
1800 Register General, letters Recieved, 1800, Division of Public Records,
Harrisburg. While practicing law, Beckley in the summer of 1799 became
William Duane's attorney in a suit against a number of militia officers who
had brutally beaten, the Aurora editor in his newspaper office in the print
shiop adjacent to Franklin Courti, Murvsh, op, ciil., 60.




Little is known about Condy, presumably a ngeralist retainer who left
but @ few pen scratches on the page of History./3 He lasted until 1799
when John H. Oswald, also of Pennsylvania and equélly obscure succeeded
him.74 Both may be regarded as interim caretakers, who, so far as is
known contributed little or nothing to the honored tradition of able House

Clerks.

Assisting Beckley were a principal clerk, William Lambert, and two
engrossing clerks. All three were hired at a per diem rate, apparently to
accord with need.75 A Bernard Webb and William Claiborne replaced them in
1792; a Reuben Burnley helped out from time to time. By 1796 the engros-
sing clerks were William Galt and John H. Oswald.77 Oswald became Condy's
principal clerk, and then succeeded him. Not yet the subject of exhuastive
research, all are today merely faceless nanes.

73. Jonathan William Condy, or Condie, as the name was spelled‘various~
ly, was of a Pennsylvania family and could have been gponsored by any one of
a number of influentail Federalists from Philadelphia. His home address,
"near 35, Dock st." does not suggest promninent standing in the comnunily.
Philadelphia Directory, 1799,

74, John Holt Oswald, also the possessor of an old Philadelphia name,
began his upward course with a minor appointiment and reached the top when
Condy resigned on December 4, 1799. The House made him third of the line
of Clerks on December 9, 1789, Condy had bcen clected to a second clerk-
ship on December 2, 1799. Buford Rowland, Handy B. Fant, and Harold E.
Hufford, comps., Preliminary Inventory of the Records of ithe United _States
House of Representatives 1789-1946 (Wash., 1959), 11, 467.

75.  Miscellaneous Treasury Accounts, General Accounting Office, Na-
tional Archives, No, 3435, Records of the Register's Office, Vol. 143, p. 219.

76. lbid., No, 2593,

77. Ybid., No, 8254, And in 1800 Josias W. King and Samuel Anderson,
Ibid., 11845. Official listings to the contrary, Oswald was still listed
as principal clerk in 1800. Records of ihe Register's Office, Vol, 143,
p. 219, National Archkives.
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The office of Sergeant-at-Arms in all its principal functions was the
same during the 1790's as today. Acting under direction of the Speaker,
the chairman of the Committee of the Whole, or the Clerk of the House at
the beginning of a session, the Sergeant-at-Arms maintained order and secu-
rity. While acting under their direction, as in detaining or returning
members to the floor, he bore with him the mace of the House, the symbol
of his office. In those early days, unlike recent times, he had no police-
men for purpose of enforcement, nor did he need them although he made
occasional use of the power of arrest, The latter day authority to act
in the absence of the Clerk to prepare the roll and to exercise functions
related to pay of members as a disbursing officer under bond seems not
then to have materialized. From the records available Beckley and his
successors seem to have covered both areas?8 Like that of the clerkship,
the office was thus an important one, and one apparently from the first
demanding an incumbent of stature. It was occupied throughout the entire
period from 1789 to 1807, and thus while Congress was in Philadelphia, by
Joseph Wheaton., ©Nothing is known about his background, thouph exhaustive M
research might turn up something.’? dio

More than a century after the last meeling of the House of Represen-
tatives in Philadelphia, the duties of tihe Doorkeeper were described as ‘#
*not less varied and exacting'" than those of ihe Sergeant-at-Arms: "Besides
guarding the chamber and keeping unprivileged persons from the floor, he i
controls the document room containing printed bills, resolutions, and I
reports for the immediate use of members, . . . messengers . . ., also come ﬂ
under his direction. To his charge is likewise commitited the care of rooms

78, An instance of the application of force, taken care of personally
by Wheaton was the removal of Benjamin Franklin Bache and a second repor-
ter during March 1798 in implementation of Speaker Daytlon's "exclusion
of reporters" ban. Aurora, Mar. 24, 1798.

78. Gales and Seaton, op. cit., I1I, 142. A letter of Wheatlon's
‘to George Thacher on the subject of yellow fever, shows him to have been
quite literate. Oct. 1, 1794, Thacher Papers, vol. 5, Boston Public
Library}
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and the custody of all property, books, and papers belonging to the House."80

These routine and necessary duties without question had remained the same
through the intervening years since 1800. A more sensitive function, de-
manding quick intelligence on the door-keeper's part then as later it

entailed:

Admission to the floor, delivery of calling cards to members,
and the responsibility of handling thousands of visitors who
daily throng the galleries and corridors... . . Quick and
courteous recognition of persons entitled to the floor re-
quired tact and vigilance. Among the privileged ones are the
President, Vice-President, justices of i1he Supreme Court,
cabinet officers, foreign ministers, governors of Statles,
senators, former members of the Housec, and those who have
received the thanks of Congress. Fach is expected upon his
appearance at the door to present thce Speaker's card, butl an
experienced officer would blush 1o stop a privileged strangecr
the second time.8)

Substitute "hundreds" for "thousands' in the foregoing and you have encap-~
suled the Doorkeeper's significance; notl merely the holder of doors, but
the responsible official whose watchdogging could be relied on to safe-
guard the dignity, seemliness, and decorum of the chamber. As though
underlining the Doorkeeper's role, to him fell the honorific duty of
introducing “messengers from the President and the Senate, and, in the
absence of the Clerk and Sergeant-at-Arms, to make up ihe roll of menmbers
elect and preside at the organization of a new House." 2 This last fune-
tion though doubtless anticipated during the llouse's carliest days had

no occasion to be pressed into practice before 1800, :

80. Alexander; op. cit., 96.
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Occupying the office of Doorkeeper when the House first came to Phil-
adelphia in 1790 was Gifford Dalley. He received appointment at the
inception of the government in 1789 and remained in office until 1794,
Dalley came to the post well qualified: he had been keeper of the country's
best hostelry in 1778 and 1779--Philadelphia’s Citly Tavern, and in the
course of his service there had been host and greeter of famous Americans
as well as a select clientele from here and abroad. Succeeding Dalley
in 1794 was one Thomas Claxton, until then Dalley’'s assistant, Claxton
entered office in 1789 highly recommended by Alexander Hamilton, soon to
be named Secretary of the Treasury:

The bearer of this is a ML Claxton, who is desirous of
being a messenger or something equivalent, 1 feel an
interest in his success~-as he is a man of qualifications
superior to his present aims, His memorial, which he
will deliver you, is of his own drafting--by which you

83, Gales and Seaton, op. cit., 1, 101.

84. Dalley took over following the abandonment of Philadal phia by
the British Army in 1778. The previous proprietor, baniel Smith, a
Loyalistaleft with the retreating enemy and Dalley applied of the pro- :
prietors for a lease to do business there. He came at a hard time of Ps
shortages and rampant inflation, perhaps accounting for his short tenure. i
Unsigned agreement under Dalling, Gifford, Socicty Miscellaneous Collec-
tion, Historical Society of Pennsylvania. 'Lease of the City Tavern to
Gifford Balling," Pennsylvania Magazine of Historv and Biography XLIIT,
283. Pennsyvlivania Evening Posi, Aug. 4, 1778. Dalley apparcently re-
signed the Doorkeeper's position to go into business again as a tavern
keeper: “DALLEY'S HOTEL/GIFFORD DALLY/Formerly kecper of the City
Tavern and of the Merchants' Coffee House of this city/RESPECTFULLY
INFORMS his Friends and the Public in general, that he has this day
opened a Hotel in Shippen street, between 3d & 4th sireets--at the house
formerly occupied by Mr. Pimmons, which has lately been greatly im-
proved, and is now very commodious." Phjladelphis Gazette and Univer-

- sal Daily Advertiser, Feb. 15, 1794, Dalley died of yellow fcver

during the 1798 epidemic. Gazette of the United States, Aug. 29, 1798,
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will perceive that he has some literary pretension.
He has followed the Printing business; but from the
111 effect of it on his health is obliged to seek
other employment, He is a federalist & has a wife
and Children to support.85

A former officer in the Continental Army, Claxton also offered to the
fledgling House of Representatives the assurance of having an old soldier
and one capable of handling himself with confidence in an emergency. 1t
was Claxton who apprehended Randall after his affront to the congressmen
in 1796. Wheaton attended him and Whitney when they appeared afterward
at the bar of the House,

Not everyone at the time appreciated all that was required of the
Doorman. Claxton received a salary of $500 per annum, which sum struck

85, James Hardie, The Philadelphia Directory and Register (Phila.,
1794). "“To the Honorable the Congress of the United States/ This Mcmorial
of Thomas Claxton/ Humbly Shewetih,7 That your Memorialist conceiving an
Appointment of some Person to the Office of AMcessenger 1o your honorable
Body will soon be made, and flattering himself that in that office he
should be able to serve with due capacity awr fideiily, is induce humbly
to offer his Services in the same--/ That yvour Memorialist is anxious to
provide a subsistence for a family dependent upon his industry?! but is
at the same time constrained by the State of his healtlh 1o change his
mode of life from a business that has become injurious to it, and in
which he thinks his integrity has becn made known to the public--/ That
although your Memorialist hath not thought it{ hecoming to importune per-
sons well acquainted with him for a formal Recommendation, he trusts that
his Character will have been stated to some Members of your honorable
Body, by Gentlemen whose Representation of it will be deemed satisfactory-
And therefore humbly hoping that his memorial will meect the attlention of
your honorable Body, he, as in duty bound, will ever pray." New York,
Mar. 27, 1789, Ibid.

86. Worcester Massachusetts Spy, Jan. 6, 1796,

87. JIbid., Jan. 13, 1796.




one congressional critic as being "much too high for 1 conceive Congress
could be at no loss to get persons proper for that Service who would be
well satisfied with a Crown or at most a Dollar and quarter a day."88

For all his devotion to duty, Claxton's take home pay varicd little, though
he did receive $80 in 1793 for "extra services,”89 In 1798 he and Wheaton
made an effort to get an upward readjustiment in pay but without success;

Where latter day Doorkecepers have had at their Jisposal o well-dis-
ciplined force of assistants," and have directed janitors, page boys, and
messengers, Messrs. Dalley and Claxton carried out the many and varied
tasks of their office with the help of but a single Assistant Doorkeeper,
Claxton himself was the first to fill the position. In his time it was
as widely known as that of the House ”Méssenger," indicating the nature of
those functions apparent to the onlooker.91 When Claxton succeeded Dalley,

88, "“An act for fixing the compensations of the Doorkeepers of the
Senate and llouse of Representatives in Congress." Gales and Seaton,
op. cit., III, 111. Miscellaneous Treasury Records, General Accounting
Office, National Archives, No. 8270, George Read to James Rcad, Aug. 20,
1789, Folder F, p. 28, Judge Richard S. Rodney Collection of George Read
Papers, Historical Society of Delaware.

89, Gales and Seaton, op. cit., 111, 964. General Advertiser, Mar. 4,
1793, He appears to have been responsible to arrange housing for congress-
men too: “YAny of the Inhabitants of this City who may be disposed to
accomnodate a Gentleman with BOARD and LODGING for a few months will please
to send their names and places of abode to the subsceriber at Congress-Hall-
-who also wishes to hear of a well furnished PARLOUR and TWO GOOD BEDROOMS,
with Board for a small Family Thos., Claxton Philadelphia Nov 12."

Gazette of the United States, Nov. 14, 1796,

90. "In the House on March 19, Mr, Harper made an unfavorable report
on the petition of the sergeant-at-arms and boorkcepers for an increase
of salary." Aurora, Mar. 27, 1748,

91, The Philadelphia Directory 1781, 1792, 1793,

90 |
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Thomas Dunn of Maryland became Assistant Doorkeceper. He too left little

to remember him by, at least for the period while the House met in Phila-
delphia. After years in the éapacity of Claxton's assistant, he succceded
Wheaton in 1807 as Sergeant—at—Arms.93 It was not until 1821 that Claxton
stepped down, while Dunn lasted until 1825,

The first Chapléin of the House of Representatives in New York, of
course remained there when the federal government moved to Philadelphia,
Continuing the practice begunin New York of exchanging chaplains witih the
Senate every week, the house resolved on December 8, 1790 that each house
should thus elect a chaplain. Two days later the louse elected the Rev.
Dr. Samuel Balir.%® The representatives reelected him in 1791, but re-
placed him the following year with the Rev, Dr, Ashbel Green, Minister of
the Second Presbyterian Church. The Senate had elected the famous

92, 1bid., 1797, Worcester Massachusetts Spv, Dec. 11, 1799. Dunn was
made responsible for the books and papers of Congress when the federal go-
vernment moved to Washington. Statement of Account of Jonathan W. Condy,
Miscellaneous Treasury Accounts, General Accounting Office, No, 11765,

Oct., 1, 1836.

93, Alexander, op. cit., 393.

94, Ibid., 393, 396.
95, Gales and Seaton, op. ¢it., 11, 1834, 1hid., 1&30.

96, 1bid., ITI, 143, 606. Bishop White whose house is a [ealure of
Independence National Historical Park, needs no introduction., The Rev,
Dr. Green had been a leader in the Presbyterian Church and a member of
the Synod that adopted its constitution in 1788. Ile remained the out-
standing leader of the church's Assembly, and formulated for it the his-
toric 1818 declaration against slavery. For ten years after 1812 he
served as president of Princeton University (then College of New Jersey),
His devoutness led him into much difficulty as the ninetecnih century
advanced. He published widely on theological subjecis. Honors were his
but not popularity in spite of good Jooks and polished manner,
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Episcopalian cleric, Bishop William White, and returned him repeatedly to
the post, prompting the Aurora to observe facetiously in 1799; "Congress
appear to be still attached to their favorite colors Bishop White is cho-
sen chaplain to the Seanate, and Dr. Green to the house of representatives.
When White took his turn in the House he offered a special order of prayer:

n97

My practice, in the presence of each house of congress,
was in the following series: the lLord's prayer, the
collect for Ash Wednesday; that for pecace; that for
grace; the prayer for the President of the United States;
the prayer for Congress; the prayer for all conditions of
men; the general thanksgiving; the Si. Chrysostom's pra-
yer; the grace of our Lord Jesus Christ, &c. °

7. Committees of the House

Writing to a friend about his experiences in Congress, FElizur Goodrich,
a Connecticul representative, observed in 1800, "The business of the house

a¢ N :
299 Earlier newspaper-

is always matured & prepared in Committees, . .
man John Fenno, noting that the session beginning in December 1785 had

been in motion for two weeks and could not be expected to get much done {for
one more, explained to a correspondent that, 'the principal part of the

time has been taken up in reading & referring petitions--the number of which

97. Porcupine's Gazelte, May 18, 1797. Aurorva, Dec. 18, 1799,

98, William White to Rev. Henry V. . Johns, Dec. 29, 1830, quoted
in Bird Wilson, Memoir of the Life of Bishop White (Phila., 1839), p. 312,

99. Goodrich to /D, Davenport/, Feb. 13, 1800, Davenport Letterbooks,
Rare Book Room, Yale University.
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is great--in arranging, sorting & committiing the business of the Session--—
there is scarcely a member of the house who is not on a committee . . ."
Fenno's observation was echoed in 1796 by Connecticut's Roger Griswold:
“Congress has not yet seriously engaged in business--the business first
goes to Committees who have not yet reported--in eight or ten days we shall
get to work ., . .“10l Today's news-reading public absorhs much written
matter that describes the modern workings of Congress, and conceives the
prevailing committee system to be highly organized. The power of chairmen
at the head of important committees, the role of seniority, the work of
sub-committees, and the balance of parties in commititee composition are
some of the attributes of these '"little legislatlures," as they have been
called, familiar to all and characteristic of their unique contribution

to the process of legislating. Bul it was not always so; the committee
system of today is an outgrowth of methods not jelled before 1825,

While the diffusion of leadership apparent in Congress today was also in
force during the 1790's, the day of the standing committee in all its po~
wer and glory had yet to arrive. Those operations described above were
typical of the day when virtually all work of importance was done in secret
committees, then as now special or temporary hodies, brought into being
for limited purpose and not perpetuated beyond the session in which named.

This meant, in effect, that a perfect host of sclecl committees came
and went with successive Congresses. In the Third Congress alone, sit-
ting in 1793 and 1794 some 305 select commitiees were established,03
The long-since obsolete method of moving business was for the entire

100, Fenno to Joseph Ward, Dec. 25, 1705, older 5, Correspondence
of John Fenno, Chicago Historical Society.

101. Griswold to Matthew Griswold, Dec. 17, 1796, lane Coll., Yale
University.

102, Galloway, op. cit., p. 99.

103. Richard Bolling, Power in the llouse, ilistorv of l.cadership of
the House of Representatives (New York, 1968), p. 33.




membership of the House, in the Committee of the Whole, to consider the
business brought forward by congressmen or petition, and to formulate the
principles to be observed in disposing of it. Then a select committee
péfﬁected the detalls of the bill or bills that would embody those prin-
ciples, Customarily, the Speaker appointed these committees and usually
the chairman as well, although there were instances where the committee
elected its own chairman, But the House controlled their names and number.
Early usage called for the Speaker to appoint as chairman the member who
moved the committee in the first place. Seniority played no role in this
process--long membership not having been established in the yet youthful
chamber. But experience or expertise often qualified one or another mem-
beriﬁor appointment.1

, These committees were kept in close check. Control began with the
introduction of legislation., In contrast to the freedom congressnen en-
joy today of entering bills at will, members of the 1790'5 had to requcst
‘and receive permission:

. Every bill shall be introduced by motion for leave or by

order of the House on the report of the committee; and in

either case a committee to prepare the same shall be

appointed. In cases of a general nature, one day's notice

at least shall be given of the motion to bring in a bill;

and every such motion may be committed. 05 '
Wﬁile the committee was at work it was strictly accountable to the House,
having no authority to make or entertain contacts independently., It
could receive no petitions, its deliberations werc not published, and it
was not allowed to sit while Congress was in session. of this

None

104, Galloway, op. cit., pp. 67-8, 70. In 1791 the membership or-

dered that "the Speaker
mine otherwise.'' Gales

105, Galloway, op.

appoint commitieces until the liouse shall deter- ;
and Seaton, op. c¢it., 111, 142. ¢ !
76.

Lit., p.
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involved accountability, as the committee went about its task fully instruc-
ted., Also it was staffed by members friendly to its purpose: '"the child

is not to be put to a nurse that cares not for it." 1In actual conduct of
meetings, the rules provided:

A committee meet when and where Lhey please, if tLhe
House has not ordered time and place for ti1hem; but
they can only act when together, and not by separate
consultation and consent--nothing being the report

of the committee but what has been agreed to in com-
mittee actually assembled. A majority of the commit-
tee constitutes a quorum for business.106

As to the scope of their authority, the rules provided:

The committee have full power over the bill or other
paper committed to ihem, except that they can not
change the title or subject.

The committee may rnot erase, interline, or ®blot the
bill itself; but must, in a paper by itself set down
the amendments, stating the words which are to be
inserted or omitted, and where, by reference to page,
line, and word of the bill.1

Committee reports were made by the chairman from his place on the House
floor, and committee amendments having been read and explained, he would
deliver the bill at the Clerk's table. After the Clerk bad read the amend-
ments, the bill would lie on the table until taken up by the louse. This
did not quite end the committee's responsibilities:

106. 1Ibid., p. 70.

107, 1bid., p. 75.
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If a report be recommitted before agreed 10 in the
House, what has passed in committee is of no validity:
the whole question is again before the conmitiee, and

& new resolution ﬁust again be moved, as if nothing had
passed.”

Whet the report was finally made, with the possibility of recommitment
past, the committee was dissolved.

The extent to which the select committee device sponged up legislative
matiers is reflected in a letter of Connecticut Congressman Hillhouse of
later 1791 that shows only the momentous issue of congressional reappor-
tionment subject at that time to floor debate, although many important
matters were currently receiving attenlion:

‘ Nothing very interesting or important has come before
Congress except the ratioc of Representation the issue
y you have in the Papers which most Probably be fixed at
one for every Thirty Thousand Persons -most of the other
business which is considered as beingr important is elther
in Bills which have not come under consideration, or
referred to Select Committees who have not reported ,,, ,109

108. 1bid., p. 70. "In the modern practice, most of the reports of
.committees are made by filing them with the Clerk without reading, and
anly the re orts of committiees having leave to report at any time are
made by the chairman or other member of the committec from the flcor,
Vhile privileged reports are frequently acted upon when presented, the
general rule is that reports shall be placed on ihe calendars of the
House, there to await action under the rules for the order of business,"

Ibid.

109, James Hillhouse to bD. Doggert, Nov, 30, 1791, boggert Letterbook,
"H-Illolmes," p, 56, Rare Book Room, Yale University,
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While the practice of doing business through the Committee of the
Whole and select commitiees remained the central featlure of the legis-—
lative process throughout the House's stay in Philadelphia, during the
second half of the decade, with the House in control of the Republicans,
a system that brought the standing commitices to the fore started to
emerge. It was not to reach full flower until the Jeffersonian period
hut the outlines had become clear hefore the House left Philadelphia.lio

Standing committees date back to the House's earliest days. The
Committee of Elections (until 1880 the preposition “of" appeared in com-
mittee titles) authorized on April 13, 1789 and appointed the same day
was the first of the line. While the House met in Philadelphia few were
to evolve, owing to the slow disengagement from the select comittee
system with its dependence in vital legislative spheres on the initiative
of cabinet officials, the Secretary of the Treasury in particular. Jud-
ging how many there were depends on the authority consulted., Threce or
four according to those who have given the subject special consideration,
Most authoritative of all would seem to be the staff of the National
Archives who have documented five. In their order of appcarance the
others were the Committee of Claims, authorized on Nobemvor 13, 1794;
the Committee of Commerce and Manufactures, authorized on December 14,
1795 the same day as the Committee of Revisal and Unfinished Business,
but appointed the same day where the latter commiltiee was not appointed
until the day of adjournment, December 16; and the Commiticece of Ways and

110, "But with the growth of the standing committec system in
1816 and thereafter, the Committee of the Whole declined and their
roles were reversed., With increasing frequency legislative subjects
came to be referred initially to the smaller standing committees which
grew in power and prestige. 'Thus by 1825, if not earliecr,' writes
Joseph Cooper, 'we may conclude that hoth in {heory and in fact the
standing committee had become predominant with regard to the first
reference of legislative subjects.'" Galloway, op. cit., p. 76.
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Means, authorized on December 21, 1795.111 Three of these committees,
Elections, Claims, and Unfinished Business, may be viewed as either es-
sential to the functioning of the House or of a fiscal and quasi-judicial o
character. The other two have common origins in what one authority terms
association with “some important historical event or emerging public pro-
blem." He goes on to illustrate his point: 'Thus, the increasing domes~
tic and foreign trade of the new republic was soon followed by the creation
of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce in 1795,»112 Through
the years since 1789 a total of 68 standing committees have been set up

by the House, reflecting the entire American expcrience in representative

111, Rowland, Fani, and Hufford, op. cit., 451-453, 460, 462,
Porcupine'’s Gazette, May 19, 1797, DeAlva Stanwood Alexander lists Ways
and Means, Elections, and Interstate Commercc as "“important standing
committees existing before 1801." Op. cit., 399. Galloway sets the
number at four and confuses committce titles in one period with those of

others, Op. cit., pp. 65, 70.

112, Ibid., p. 67. Gallowy's reference under thia 1itle 1o a
cormittee that did not come into existience until 1891 way be constructed
to intend reference to the Committee of Commerce and Manufactures, super-
seded in 1819 Ly the Committiee of Commerce that wias supplanted in 18461 by
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. Rowland, Fant, and
Hufford, op. cit., pp. 452, 456. Illustrative of the fumbling progress
made toward the goal of standing commitiees as apents of the llouse is
the fact that seniority and the continuity it provides was not yet
recognized as an essential ingredient of committee makeup., Changes in
membership and leadership were the rule rather than the exception:
"Joseph Cooper reports that the standing Committee on Elections in the
Third Congress and the standing Committees on Claims and on Commerce and
Manufacturing in the Fourth Congress had different chairmen in one ses-
sion than in another. The successive chairmen were not ranking members,
members were not listed by party on the committee lists, and the compo-
sition of the standing committees underwent substantial changes from
session to session," Galloway, op. c¢it., p. 70. Competence and effi-
ciency to rival that of cabinet secretaries and their staffs could not
be expected to spring whole from so unstable a base.
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government, The establishment of the committees on Commerce and Manu-
factures and Ways and Means practically at one and the same tlime was

a conscious effort on the part of the House to take a more active part
than heretofore in the affairs of government by creating effective legis-
lative machinery. Albert Gallatin, fumilizr with the Pemnsylvania
legislature's ways and means commitice, securced oppointment of a like
body in the United States House of Lcpresentatives, Counsideration such
as it was for the "general operations of finance" before this had been
undertaken by a select committee, whose operations in 1794 as described
by publisher John Fenno were less than efficicent:

The Committee of 15 of the House have bro't in a
report on the ways & means--this report contains

a land Tax, an excise on Sugar & Tobacco--a Stamp
tax--a tax on Carriages and an enhancement of the
Impost--every moment of the residue of this Session
will be required 1o compromise opinions on this
report . . .1

In accord with good Hepublican theory at this t{ime of ascendancy in the
House, the establishment of such committees as agents of that chamber
put them in the same relationship that cabinet officials bore to the

113, John Fenno to Joseph Ward, Apr. 26, 1794, Folder 5, Corres-
pondence of John Fenno, Chicago Historical Soclety. After Mavch 1796
Tfrequent reports of the Ways and Means committee give evidence of its
active part in governmental function. American State Popors, Pinence,
I, Passim. By 1800 the committec was questioning proposed expenditures
for armament and considering measvres for liquidating the cxpanded debt
to replace the cycle of borrowing that had been public policy for ten
years past. 1lbid., 626. Although the Ways and Means committee gave
- promise of becoming an instrument of policy, iis latter day prestige
as the House's '"committee on committees"™ lay far in the future. No
committee today is chosen with more care than tlhce powerful Woays and

Means committee.




President, The Republicans believed themsclves 1o Le restoring 1he ror-
mal constitutional relationships by reasserting the lepislative power.
And the standing committees were to be their weapon in the contest to
come. Ames, giving voice to his disapproval, wrote that as a result of
this development, “committees already are the ministers"]l4 Although 1ihe
Federalists while in power abandoned this system briefly in 1800, the
triumphant Republicans under Jefferson reconstitutled it in 1801, and it
followed a course of normal expansion thereafter. 1In the meantime, the
stimulus thus provided by operation of the new committees of the Fourth
Congress, spread to selecl committee function, resulting later in the
conversion of -such likely ones as those responsible for post office and

post roads into standing committees.115

By the custom of the day the standing committees observed certain
rules and procedures. They were generally appointed at the first meet-
ing and continued through the session, contrasting in this respect with
discharge of special and select committees upon their reporting. The
first member to be appointed usually assuned 1he chairmun's role as a
matter of courtesy. During their meetings, the members were to speak
standing, not sitting.llG

114,  Harlow, op. cit., p. 168.

1156, Ibid., p. 157. The Committee of the Post Office and Post
Roads came into being in 1808. Rowland, Fani, and Hufford, op. cit.,
p. 459, One additional committce having certain attributes of a stand-
ing committee--continuity and functional character of a non-routine
type--was the secret committee, nccessitated by the wamergencies oi the
quasi-war with France. French diplomat Letombe reported about it in
1797: “The committec will render an official account of its operations
to the Congress upon its return next November ., . ." 3 Fructidor, Year
V (August 20, 1797), Correspondence Politique, Etats-Unis, XLII, Ministre
Affaires Etrangéres, Paris.

116, Thomas Jefferson, Manual of Yarliamentery Praclice, for the
Use of the Senate of ihe United States (Wash., 1820), p. 37
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During this first decade of the House's experience, its role as the
“inquest of the nation" had not become firmly instituted. Although stand-
‘ing and select committees had delegated to them the conduct of investi-
gations and were authorized to send for persons and papers, the extent of
inquiry where administration was the subject, was often debated from
conflicting viewpoints. What was called “oversight of the execcutive"
aroused keen feelings and strong opinions in Federalist and Republican
alike, Charges of misfeasance, malfeasance, and unsoundness of adminis-
tration while subjects of debate were not investigated formally at this
time. The Constitution said nothing about the House's investigative
authority, but the body of English precedent, long applied in colonial
governments, gave authority enough. 7The concowmitant power to enforce by
contempt proceeding was also regarded as a valid power, "normal and
necessary attributes of a legislative assemh]yo"1 ‘

The first congressional investigation in the nation's history thus
took place while the House was meeling in Congress Hall., And it wefell
to a select committee under the committee systew then in effect to mwmake
it. In the background of this venture into congressional investigation
was one of the sensational events of that day, the defeat of Major General

117, Telford Taylor, Grand Inquest, The Story of Conpgressional
Investigations (New York, 1955), pp. 12-13. Galloway, op. cit., pp. 77-8.
As categorized by Joseph Cooper the debate between Federalists and Repub-
licans covered three areas: "1, Investigations of offenses committed
by executive officers to ascertain wvhether they are serious enough 1o
sustain an impcachment proceeding; 2. Investigations aimed at informing
the nation as to possible abuses in the adwministiration of the law or
aimed at supplying the House with sufficient informatlion 1o enable it to
control administration legislatively; and 3. 1Investigations into the
use of public money to secure the information necessary {o enable the
House to appropriate wisely. Quoted in Galloway, op. cit., p. 78.
Illustrative of the limitations on inquiry in general during this early
period is the rule admitiing to the questioning of witnesses only the
select committee chairman. However, tlestimony was taken in writing for
'submission to the House. JIbid., p. 82.
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Arthur St. Clair on November 4, 1791 at the present site of Ft. Recovery,
Ohio, American casualties numbered 1,000 of which more than 600 were
killed. Its consequences were grave, and the nation took years to re-

cover:

Little Turtle's triumph on the Wabash was one of the
three greatest Indian victories over white men in the
history of the North American continent; St, Clair's
losses matched those of Braddock and far ceikiceceded the
massacre of Custer and his men on the Little Big Horn.
Pacification and settlement of the Northwest Territory
were set back by several years. The British continucd
to maintain posts south of the Great Lakes and Little

Turtle and his Miamis roamed the frontier unchecked,. . 18

118, Taylor, op. cit., p. 19. Arthur St,. Clair is believed by
Taylor to have been '“one of the most versatile and adventurous men of
his time." Born in Scotland of an old Norman line, he came to America
with a British regiment during the Seven Yecar's War and fought at
Louishurg and Quebec, Married to the daughter of Massachusetts Governor
Bowdoin, he settled before the Revolution in wéstern Pennsylvania, Dur-
ing the Revolution he served with distinction at Quebec, Trenton, Sara-
toga, Brandywine, Valley Forge, Yorktown, and with Greene in the Carolinas.
Benjamin Rush later recalled that during the Trenton-Princeton campaign
when informed that the British were advancing he asked St. Clair what he
intended to do. “Why fighi them," the general replied, buckling on his
sword., After the war St, Clair, was employed in Philadelphia in various
public offices. During 1787 he was elected Lo the Continental Congress
where he became its president. That year the Northwest Ordinance was
passed, and he gained appointment as first governor of the territory.

He governed ably, but during the years that followed, the British fomented
trouble among the Six Nations, leading in 179} to the recommissioning of
St. Clair as a major general 1o head a pocification cxpedition., It came
to grief when his ill-manned and ill-equipped ranks were surprised In
battle. lbid., pp. 19-21. George W. Corner, ed., The Autohiogranhy of
Benjamin Rush (Princeton, N. J., 1948), p. 127,

e N

i




The shock of so frightful a defeat aroused strong public opinion and

soon brought consideration of it to the floor of the House. There, after
determining that an inquiry should be made and that it should bhe under-
taken by the House and not the executive, the membership on March 27,
1792 appointed a select committee, "to inquire into the failure of the
late expedition under General St. Clair." They also empowered the com-
mittee to call such persons, papers and records as may be neccssary to
assist in their inquiries."

The proceedings that followed foretold the conflicts ahead under
the Constitution, where congressional investigations of executive depari-
ments and their activities have been initiated. Secretary of War Henry
Knox, upon receipt of the committee's request for malerials from his
department's files, referred the mattier to President Washington and it
received a full airing in the cabinet. Their unanimous cpinicon was that
St. Clair's records contained, "not a paper which might not properly be
produced." 2 But it was not rendered until after serious consideration
had elicited opinions on the proper Jimitations of such inquiries, The
close reasoning applied to the problem by the cabinet scarcely showed

119. Taylor, op. cit., p. 22, St. Clair asked Washington to
appoint a military court of inquiry, but the President had to decline
for want of high ranking officecrs enough., The fircst proposal enter-
tained by the House called for the President to make the inquiry, but
the membership recoiled before ihe prospecl of breeching the constitu-
tional separation of powers by instructing the chief executive to
investigate conduct of his own branch of government, Ibid.

120, And Washington on April 4 dirccted Knox to present the desired
records to the House committee. Ihid., p. 24,




PR,

o
in the reply to the committee.l“1 As Knox answered to the President alone,

the committee was advised to apply to Washington himself. On April 4, 1792
the House passed a resolution requesting that the President “cause the
proper officers" to release the needed documents. @2 The committee's
investigation was conducted, "with a decorum and dispassionateness which
was all the more remarkable in that the Jefferscuians werce already using
the disaster as a stick with which to beat the incumbent Federalists," 143
Their findings exonerated St. Clair, and, indeed, found his conduct dur-
ing the actlon itself, '"marked with pcculiar ability and zeal" as well as
“ooolness and intrepidity." " The War Department and the quartermaster

121, Jefferson's notes are full on the points covered, According
to him, Washingtion convened the cabinetl in appreciation of the matter's
essence, ‘'that so far as it should become a precedent, it should be
rightly conducted."™ He conceived that, 'there might be papers of so
secret a nature; as that they ought not to be given up." Upon discus-
sion, the cabinct was found to be “of one mind" that “First, . . . the
House was an inquest and therefore might institute inquirjes . . . that,
they might call for papers generally . . . that (he Execcutive ought to
communicate such papers as the public good would permit, and ought to
refuse those, the disclosure of which would endanger the public. Con-
sequenily were to eXercise a discretion . . , thal neither the committiee
nor the House had a right to call on the Head of a departiment, who and
whose papers were under the President alone, but that the committee
should instruct their chairman to move the House to address ithe President,"
Theoretically, according to Jefferson's beliefs, these delerminations
rested on the factor of the House's bheing limited by the Constitution to
legislative functions as it was Ya legislature and an inquest hut not
a council." 1bid., pp. 23-24. '

122, lbid., p. 24n.
123, lbid., p. 24.

124. 1bid., p. 25.
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and his contractors they castigated for 'gross and various mismanage-
ments and neglects.“125 This unpalatable criticism Knox and Treasury
Secretary Hamilton deemed unacceptable, and their influence in the

House prevented a vote on the report and thus the vindication sought

by St. Clair, despite Washington's assurance at the start that "General

St. Clair shall have justice."126 Although retained as governor of the
Northwest Territory, a post he had occupied all along, his reputation
suffered, and when finally relieved of office, he became involved in
litigation over debts contracted for official purpose that at last
ruined him.127 He ended his life on a belated and niggardly pension
after years of poverty in a rude log cabin., This sorry episode

125, 1bid., p. 24.

126. The case came to involve a sccond constitutional principle
during the political phase on the House floor, when members friendly
to the administration moved that Secretaries Xnox and Hamilton be
invited to attend debates and be available 1o answer questions. 1n
Taylor's opinion the “attendance of Cabinet members in the House
would have been a long step in the dircciion of Parliamentary govern-
ment on the British model.' Madison successfully opposed the motion
on the ground that it would “introduce a precedent which would lead
to perplexing and embarrassing consequences; as it involved a conclu-
sion in respect to the principles of ihe government, which atl an
earlier day would have been revolted from."™ 1bid., p. 20.

127, lbid., p. 26. A “Federalist of the old school," St. Clair
lasted in office until 1802 when Secretary of Staie Madison dismissed
him on "“unwarranted charges". Once out of office, al sixty-nine years
of age, he was mere prey for his creditors, whose court judgmenis soon
dispossessed him,
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nevertheless was productive of the information sought by Congress, and
thus, despite painful other consequences, fulfilled its principal pur-

pose .

What began in Philadelphia's Congress Hall on March 27, 1792 has
ever since widely influenced governmental practice:

« '« » the House has frequently granted the power to ;
compel’ testimony, even to subcommitiees, and it ﬁ
has been used in scores of cases down through the years &
in investigations of the conduct of public officials,
members of Congress, clection contests, and economic
and social problems, The power to send for persons
and papers has been upheld by the courtis, within
certain limits, and many contumacious and recalcitrant
witnesses have been cited for contempt of the louse
for their refusal to answer questions or produce
. papers. During the ninetecenth century the louse of
Representatives was the chief inquisitor and much
American history can be gleancd from the reporis of %

its investigating committecs,d Y 3

128, As noted by Taylor, "“the legislative investigalion is a piece
of governmental machinery," that, "“from time to time generate /s/ con- Q }
flicts and questions,"” He feels that the St. Clair investigation in :
its Yprimary purposc of informing the Congress, . . « was highly
successful . , ., . But Congress' attempt by means of the investigation
to determine who was to blame for St, Clair's defeat was conspicuously
unsuccessful . The “total paralysis of Congressional judgment" left {
St. Clair "accused but unjudged," preventing “even acls of simple jus- fﬁj;A
tice," He then concludes that "legislative investigations are less
than perfect devices for appraising guilt or innocence, . . . they ‘

"are more suitable for the informing function than for the judicial ‘.

function," 1Ibid., pp. 28-29, e

129, Galloway, op. cit., p. 77. Congressional investigations have
‘become a part of everyday existence in recent years, spurred by "autho-
rity granted each stending comaittee of the House in 19406 to 'erercise
“ econtinuous watchfulness' of Lhe execution of laws within its jurisdiction.m




The first such instance after the St. Clajr investipation was the arrest
and detention in 1795 of Robert Randall for eight days on contenpt
charges as described above, 30 1t took a hearing in 1821 for confirma-
tion by the Supreme Court of this authority of Congress to punish
contempts.

During the first half of the nineteenth century few executive departi-
ments escaped House investigative scrutiny at one time of another,
This authority became so essential an element of House function that
it assumed the full status of an American institution:

The history of Congressional investigations is in
large part the history of American politics. From
the earliest times, the burning issues of the day
were frequently drawn into the investigative vorlex,
and there is scarcely a well-remembered name in our
political history that does notl have some promineunt

. . . . . . 132
association wiih the inquiries of the pornodols
130. See page 22 above.
131. Frequent challenge to the ripght 1o purisl for contempt arose

in House debate, and finally was put to the test in lhe fcderal conis:
", . . one John Anderson, who had been arrestod and reprivanded by the
House of Representatives for attempting to bribe a member, sued the
Sergeant-al-Arms for assault and false imprizonment, and curriced his
suit all the way to the Supreme Couri. 7The Courti's deciuion, announced
in 1821, upheld the autithority of Congress 1o punish conlempts, and thus
laid the question to rest.™ Taylor, op. cit., p. 33,

132, 1lbid., p. 28. As the Housc became emboldened, it more and
more often inveétigated the civil and military operations of the execu-
tive branch: Y. . . the Treasury Depariment (1800 and 1824), the terri-
torial govermment of Mississippi (3800), the War Department (1809 and
1832), the conduct of General James Wilkinson (1810), govermment ‘clerks’
generally (1818), the Post Office (1820 and 1822). . ." 1bid., 33.
. Thus, no momentumn was lost after the initial thrust.
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The necessity of conference over legislation to iron out differ-
ences between House and Senale versions was evident to members of both
houses from the beginning of government under the Constitution. The
second day of Senate meetings, on April 7, 1789 to he exact, that house
appointed a committee 10 prepare rules for government of the two houses
when the question of proceeding to conference should arise. Oliver
Ellsworth, chairman of this committee wrote to Speaker Muhlenberg,
informing him of its existence. The House in response appointed one of
their own to meet the Senate's, consisting of Elias Boudinot, New Jersey;
Roger Sherman, Connecticut; Thomas Tucker, Soutlh Carolina; and James
Madison and Theodoric Bland, Virginia, Thus was the first joint commit-
tee formed and the first joint rule for conference formulated:

Resolved, that in every case of an amendment to a bill
agreed to in one house and dissented to in the other,

if elther house shall request a conference, and appoint
a conmittee for thatl purpose, and thc other house shall
also appoint a commitiee to confer, such commititer shall,
at a convenient time, to be agreed on by iheir chairmen,
meet in the conference chamber, and stlatce to each other
verbally, or in writing, as either shall choose, ihe
reasons of their respective houses for and against the
amendment and confer freely thereon¢133

Despite this promising start, application of the rule made a less auspi-
cious beginning, the first conference being held not on some bill of
momentous import to the nation but rather on a matter of etiquette-—-how
the two houses should address the President of the United States (and

133, Other joint committees had not yet made an appearance, In
time they proliferated as matters of joint interest brought them into
being. Most have been standing committees though special joint commit-
tees are appointed from time to time. Ada C, McCown, The Conpgressional
Conference Committee (New York, 1927), p. 39,
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agreeing 1o refrain from titles).134 They fared hetter as the first

session went along, important conferences being necessitated by subjects
on which disagreement was likely. In the procedures followed, as seen
above, free (as against simple) conference was adopted, leaving the
“"managers", as they were called then as now, opportunity to "“discuss viva
voce and freely, and interchange propositions for such modifications as
-may be made in a gggliamentary way, and may bring the sense of the two
houses together." Unlike today's practice, however, the conference
report could be amended and adopted in part by either house.136 Member-
ship too tended to be renewable, seniority not bhaving been established,
those who had attained notable success in such meetings were appointed
again and again to conference committeces. As the purpose then, unlike
today, was that of reaching agreement, and reaching agreement alone,

the palm went to those who might be expected to succeed in that goal, In
an age of stiff posturing and marked sensitivitly, conciliators were due
their honors. 137

134, The Senate agreed on the title "Excellency", but the House
refused in good Republican style to accepl any elaboration of the title
of office. The Senalec at lastl receded Irom ity position after vexatious
delays that prevented putting the government into motion., 1lbid., p. 41l.

135, Jefferson, op. cit., p. 146. "Al a conference simply, written
reasons are prepared by the house asking it, and they are read and
delivered without debate, to the managers of the other house at the
conference; but are not then to be answered. . . « The oither house, then,
if satisfied, vote the reasons satisfactory, or say nothing: if not
satistied, they resolve ithem not satisfactory, and ask for a confcrence
on the subject of the lasl conference, where they read and deliver in
like manner written answers to those reasons., . . . They are meant
chiefly to record justification of each house to the nation at large,
and to posterity, and in proof that the miscarriage of a necessary
measure is not -imputable to them.," 1Ibid., pp. 145-146.

136, Either house might strike down additions by the conference
managers that displeased the membership. McCown, op. cit., p. 40,

137. Ibid., pp. 40-41,

—
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The novelty of the first conference to be held over legislative
disagreement was so greal and the subject of such interest (the principle
of discrimination in tariffs) that the meeting was opened to
the members of House and Senate. 138 Right away the conferees learned
that action should not be taken until the papers were in the house re-
ceiving the report. Senate conference committee chairman Robert Morris
attempted to acquire the papers, reluctanlt as he was to act last for
fear of incurring blame of rejection should the bill be lost. 9 A
rule to that effect was adopted.

By the time Congress came 1o Philadelphia, a solid body of experience
had developed on the subject. The first conference comnmittee meetings in

Congress Hall took place between February 23 and 26, 1791.,” Subsequently,

there were others. In every case on 1he liouse side a procedure was fol-
lowed not unlike that employed when no conference was held: adoption of
some or all the conferees' suggestions {9110wed by exchanges of messages
of recession, insistence, or adherence.” = Noi until the nincteenth

T38, Such an open conference is not known to the record again until
1011 when Senator Lalolleite opened tariff hearings {o members of the
press, lbid., pp. 42-43.

139, "'So strong was this feeling that some Senators wanted to act
on the report of the managers even if the bills were not in the Senate,
but it was decided at length to let the reporis lie for consideration.®

Ibid., p. 43.

140, In this case the House recedced {rom its position on certain

impost changes. 1Ibid., p. 48.

141, As witness the following procedure: 'a message from the Sen-
ate, by Mr. Secretary Otis, informing the lHouse that the Senatc have
agreed to all the amendments proposed by the House tothe bill relative to
the election of a President and vice-President of the United States, &c.
except the last, 1o which ihey disagree:

“This amendment was 1o strike out the 9ih scction, and to substitute
a clause which provides that the double vacancy in the office of Presi-
dent and vice-President, shall be filled by the Secretary cf state for
the time being." Ililadelphic Neliovad Goreile, Teb, 283, 1h00,
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century did they adopt the attributes of the modern conference-system.142

Although the Senate as early as 1796 took the primary step in that direc-
tion by first approving the committee's report and then modifying the
legislation accordingly, three decades were to pass before the lHouse fol-
lowed suilt and cleared the way for an effective system.]43

The heads of the House's standing committees of that early period
deserve some special consideration though they are not to be confused
with their powerful successors of today. Perhaps in the final analysis
i1t was the strength of character and personality they brought to these
committees that blazed a trail for their counierparts of today whatever
the limitations on power and support they could then command,

.

At the head of the Committee of Elections from 1789 until 1791 was
Pennsylvania's George Clymer, that indefatigable public servant of the
Revolutionary and post-Revolutionary periods. Nearly at the end of his
skein of public offices, Clymer brought 1o his chairmanship attentive
experience in governmential matters that made him a natural choice for the

142, The modern conference committee system had shaped a body of
methods and customs into a piece of legislative machinery thatl meetls cer-
tain imperative needs. The time-consuming and clumsy way of aceconwmodating
bicameralism in the 1790's, though irheritiing LEuglich precedent (one even
then superfluous to the ministerial systiem in thst country), could hardly
expect to run the legislative side of modern government. These methods
included: acceptance of the bill as a whole; seorecy in conference, de-
lay in reporting to force favorable consideration and prev. wt recomwd t-
tance, a privilege of precedence enabling displacement of all other
leglislation; seniority in the managers, and simplification in the method
of bringing bills to conference. McCown, op cit., pp. 49-50,

143, In 1796 a motion to modify the conference report on the Sea-
man's Relief Bill was ruled out of order. The Senate next accepted the
report, Then they altered the bill to accord with sugpgestions embodied
in the report., In 1826 the Speaker ruled thal a conference committec
‘rebort could not be amended. Precedence for conference reports was es-
tablished in the House in 1850, lbid., p. 255,
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';pat. Although this period of office was uneventful, he undertook his
duties with the deep integrity and rigid republicanism that had always
ﬁéfked his course, Perhaps Clymer's having distinguished himself in the
debate over titles during Congress' first days in session brought him the
éhairmanship of the House's first standing committee.’ Consistent with
‘ his philosophy on the role of House members was the historic position taken

R Congress on the proposed amendment for having congressmen instructed

by their constituents, and it was one he backed with all his strength, 145

', Following the unaligned Mr., Clymer in the chairmanship in 1791 was the
equally unaligned Samuel Livermore of New Hampshire, Like his predecessor,

i

T47, "ATter adverting to the high and lofty titles assumed by the
most impotent potentates, and proving by experience that so far from con-
ferring power, they frequently made their possessors ridiculous, he proceeded
‘tb reprove this growing predilection of his countrymen. Titular distinc-
tions, « o« o are said to be unpopular in the Unitcd States, yel a person
would bz led to think otlherwise, from thie vast numb » of honourable gentle-—
men we have in America. . . .. He wished {o check a propensity so notor-~
‘dously evidenced in favour of distinctions, and hoped the example of the
f‘houSe might prevail, to extinguisch the predilection . o o« in favour of
titles." Quoted from John Sanderson, Biopraphy of the Signers ('hila.,
1823), I111, pp. 206-207,

N ! 145, "It was a Sayjng of Mr,., Clynei's, that 'a rcprescentative of the
' ‘people is appointed to think for and not with his constituents;' . . . Mr,
" Clymer warmly opposed the proposition introducing a clause in the constitu-
‘fion, which conferred upon the people ihe unalienable right of instructing
their representatives , . , . The language of his orjections was at once
nervous and conclusive., Do gentlemen, said he, foresee the extent of these
words?, . « . This is a most dangerous principle, uttierly destructive of

' all ideas of an independent and deliberative body, which are essentlal re-
- quisites in the legislatures of free governments: tihey prevent men of

' .abilities and éxperience from rendering those services to the community
that are in their power; destroying the object contemplated by establishing
an efficient gencral governwent, and xrndcrjnp conpgress a mere passive ma-
chine," 1bid., pp. 209-210,

; 146. The writer relies on DeAlva Stanwood Alcxonder's worl, op. cit.,
" p. 399 (Appendix F} for the chairmanships listed.
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Livermore had long experience in the Continental Congyess, where he becrme
known as a homely man, brusque of speech, bul kind-heartsd, frank, and
honest, He could be expected to find commwon sense auswers 1o problems
though he was not always consistent.

Continuing the string of one-term occupants of this important post in
1793 was the very much aligned Federalist, William Loughtion Smith of South
Carolina, His appointment at this juncture reflects a growing polariza-
tion of the House., Although not then often in the public's view, he was
one of the Hamiltonlans' indispensable men in ihe lower chamber, “a work-
horse, rather than a public idol," according to his biographer, who also
calls him "“a Federalist's Federalist.™ 47 The Charlestion electoral dis-
trict sent him to the House five times, and by 1793 he had emerged by dint
of hard work as one of the body's principal parliamentarians, In February
1793, he headed the commititee of James Madison, John Laurance of New York,
and himself that met with the Senate committee to count the votes for
President and Vice President, and upon convening of the meeling was chosen

teller.l

Smith's successcr in 1795, Abraham B. Venable of Vivginia, a planter
who later served in the Scnate, left no iapression on the office pro or
con, but may be considered of the moderate cast desirced in a nearly even-—
ly divided House. The same may be said of 1797's chaiyman, Joshua Coit
of Connecticut, who fancied himself a “child of the enlighienment," and
siyled his station in politics ithat of on independent Fndura]is1ni4g
Having previously had experience on the elections committee of the state

147. George C. Rogers, Jr., Evolutjon of a Fedeoyeliot, William
Loughton Smith of Charlesion (1758-1812) (Columbia, S. C., 1962), p. 305,

148, lbid., p. 240,

149. See chapter entitled, "A Liberal Federalist atl Washinpgion's
Court," Chester McArthur Destler, Joshua Coit, American Federaliot 1758-
1798 (Middleton, Conn,, 1962), pp. 54-69,
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legislature, he was qualified though young for this assignment. A Free-
mason, an agrarlan along physiocratlic lines, a believer in female eman-
cipation, a seeker in several fields of philosophical thought, he opposed
doctrinaire policy in the House, and occupied a position closer to the
middle than any of his colleagues.” ' The last chairman of the Phila-
delphia period, Samuel W, Dana, alsc hailed from Conneclicut and not
surprisingly also preferred not to take sides in matiers of national
significance. Nominally a Federalist, he never occupied a position of

. leadership in the House, and proved acceptable to both sides. Serving
from 1729, he supported administration policy, including the notorious
Sedition Act, but did not share his fellow Federalist's distrust of the

people.

DeAlva Stanwood Alexander's History dates Llhe liouse Ways and Means
Committee from 1789, although as shown on page 46, above it was autho-
rized first as a standing committece in Decemboer ]795.,'nl Accepling
Alexander's dates, we discover that for the {irst three scssions of
Congress Thomas Fitzsinons of Pennsylvania served as chairman., A lcad-

+ ing Catholic layman, Fiizsimons more than anyone in public life was
identified with the early ropublic's ecounmic nutionalism., long a
businessman, he understood the country's econony ag well as any statesman

150. Coit vrefused Lo partake of the sentiment for war with Great
Britain in 1793-1794 and actively oppoced var with France in 1728-1799,
He was of a small band of blpartisan woderatss whe beld the Lalqsmer on

i soemed omass of onnes

critical votes, To 1le orthodox of cach prs iy
tradictions; oppocing defense measores, cenbirocing non-inrolvemont,
defeating war Federalisis in caucus while scorning Republicnns as
Jacobins, and in general making a virtue publicly of moderation, lle
sought always in foreign affairs to keep the door open to negotiatiouns,
He cultivated no interest groups and while intriguing some, satisfied
no one. Though now forgotten, he was at one time a figure of consider-
ble importance in the House., Granted this, it comes as no surprise that
he was instrumental in cecuring avthorization of the standing Commitiec
“of Revis:il and Unfinished Business. lbid., p. 94,

151, Alexander, op. cit. p. 399,
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and its trade as an established authority. He evolved from expericnce

and necessity the policy of a protective tariff. An intimate of Hamilton,

he was ideally equipped to occupy the committee chairmanship in a period
of important national measures. His advocacy of such policies made him
a special larget of the Republicans, and they finally brought him down
in 1795,

Following him to the chairmanship in that year, fresh from the Com-
mittee of Elections, was William Loughton Smith, That worthy and his
successor, Robert Goodloe Harper, both strong men, doubtless initiated
the movement that brought the committiee to its later day position of
prominence and power in government, As has been seen Smith had already

earned a reputation for untiring effort in the House, always “present on

the first day of a session and at the end . . . called upon to tidy up
the loose ends of legislation.“152 In his new and important chairman-
ghip he exerted a companion talent for leadership in dirccting 1egisfa~
tion that made him deserving of Fitzsimons' muntle, Not only did he
provide steerage but proved himseclf to be an effective though caustic
defender of the administiration, His retort 1o William Branch Giles!
resolutions of censure of treasury secretary Uomilton brovght him
celebrity. His newfound statlus as a parliamentavian of moerii often
brought him to the presiding officer’'s chair when the Housc met in the
Committee of the Whole and the Spealer stepped dovn. Y53 e starred
again during the Jay Trcaty debate. VYet, Swith hLad to be contained
within the limits of assignments ccnsisient with his talenis because cof
personal unpopularity. Hamilton wvhile ackpowledping his “abilities,
information, industry, and intergriiy,” couticncd agadns! his "uncom-
fortable temper:"

He is popular with no description of men, from a
certain hardness of character; and he, more than

152, Rogers, op. cit., p. 240,

153, 1bid., p. 241.
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most other men is considered as tinctured with

prejudice toward the British., . . . It may suit
party views to say much of other men but more in
this respect is believed with regard to Smith.154

In Robert Goodloe Harper of South Carolina, the next in line, the
House found a natural leader and one of the most picturesque men in
public life at that time. A social lion and a dandy in his dress, Harper
affected a pompous manner. He was the mosti frequent and voluble debater
among the Federalists, and through a combination of these qualities
and habits acquired a reputation as “the most insolent man in the House,"
Entering Congress as a nominal Republican in 1795 he lost no time in
shifting to a hard-line Federalist position on issues, and in time
received general recognition as the leader of that party 1in the House,
Appointed chairman in 1797, he initiated or forwarded the harsh measures

with which the Federalists met the crises of the quasi-war period.155

The last of the Ways and Means committiee heads, Roger Griswold, had
been in Congress from Connecticut since 1794. In his outllook and menial-
ity a “common Federalist," he rose to prominence as a defender of
Washington and Adams. A leading debater who spoke frequently with
eloquence and analytical skill, he could he dogmatic and intolerunt at
times. Appointed chairman in 1799, he provided encrgetic leadership for
a while, but later becamc disaffected as the party split between tlhe Adams
and Hamilton factions,

The Committee of Commerce and Manufaciuvrces simply did not ceraaod
chairmen of the same stamp as {he ether 1wo. Tis fiyet Diad, bonjomin

154. To which Hamilton added: ™. . . it is very dmportant that
he should not now be removed from the House of Representatives,"
VWashington had Smith under consideration for Secretary of State, 1Ibid., 305,

155. According 1o volume T of American State Papcrs, Financoe,
(p. 626) Harper still chaired the Ways and Meuns committee in 1800,
On February 21 of thal year he reported the "estimates tor the public
service' to the House.
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: quéhue of Massachusetts, a Salem-bred merchant who had also been in
business in Philadelphia, doubtless knew the subject of trade very
thoroughly and provided competent leadership. A committed Federalist,
he could also be relied on to hew the line on measures affecting that
: party s economic policies. After Goodhue lefl Congress, following the
1797 election, John Swanwick of Pennsylvania succeeded him in 1797 as
chairman. A former partner of Willing and Morris in Philadelphia,
' ‘Swanwick was also competent in the field of trade. A Rcpublican in
- his sentiments, he presumably received the appointment out of defer-
enhce to his knowledge and experience despite his political associations.l56 ﬂg
. In 1798 Swanwick died and was succeceded by Samucl Smith of Maryland., '
‘One of Baltimore's wealthiest merchants and a factor in the pre-Bevo-
lutionary struggle in that city, he served with great distinction as
. a £ie1d commander during the war; most notlably in his c¢pic forty day
‘defense of Ft, Mifflin in 1777. Impressive physically--tall, handsome;
of proud bearing--he proved to be a natural-born intriguer. DBehiud
scenes as well as on the floor of the House he was effective. What
he began as committec chairman at century's cnd continuced through
“¢abhl and machination the remainder of his fortly years in Congress.

T RN W

The busiest of all the standing committiees was that of Claims,

Set up at high tide in settlement of those arising from the Revolu-
tionary War (debts incurred on behalf of the Congress, back pay, widows
" and orphans claims, invalid pensions, etc.), at a time when the House
was receiving a great many petitions praying reimbursenent, it was
empowered. to, “take into consideration all such petitions . . . re-
ferred to them by the House, and to report their opinion thereupon,

. together with such propositions for relief therein, as to them shall

156, 1t was Swanwick, a silk-stocking Philadelphian, who defeated

Fitzsimons at the polls, to the great joy of Republicans everywhere.
B EAN
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seem expedient."157 Having experienced nothing but drudgery, Uriah
Tracy of Connecticut, the first chairman, tried his best to avoid reap-
pointment in 1795, but was kept on until the bulk of claims had been
met that year. Tracy was one of his stale's best lawyers, a clever

- politician, whose oratory featured satire and impetuous address., He
was long influential in Federalist councils,

8. The Housc in Session

As described by a House historian of some yecars ago, that body gets
by with as little fuss and feathers as possible, laking a certain pride
in the absence of ceremony that in itself makes dramatic whal ceremony
there is: "The Speaker of the House of Representatives, unaccompanied
and unannounced, enters the great chamber promptly atl iwelve o'clock,
quickly ascends to the desk, gives one sharp rap with the gavel, pro-
calims 'the House will be in order,' and in a softer, lower ione asks
the chaplain, already waiting at the clerk's desk, to offer praycr.“lss
This brisk approach to business is as republican as it is American, and
the Speaker in conducting it bears on his person no distinguishing
raiment out of harmony with his straightforward mammer: '“the American
rejoices in the Speaker's ordinery dress and the absence of the spec-
tacular."

157, The impecuniousness of the Continental Congress under the
Confederation delayed payment of these claims and necessitated rvepeated
suspersions of the statute of limitations on them. Acts respecting
specific classes of claims were passed in 1785 and 1787, but adwinis-
tration dragged on into the 1790's. An effort to inveolve the federal
courts came to grief, Their screening efforts lacked direction and
sound judgment, The final major report on claims antedating 1789 was
not made until February 24, 1797, Lconard D, White, The Federalists,

A Study in Administrative History (New York, 1948), pp. 355-307. Tracy
complained that he ". . . had been exiremely hard cuployed . . . , and
had undergone much irouble about this business of claims."

158, Alexander, op. cit., p. 37.

72




The procedure hqs not varied from the day the above was written to
the present, and, indeed, but little from 1789 until now, This routine
conforms closely to paragraph one of the first rule of the House adopted
in that year for the conduct of business, entitled "Touching the duty

- of the Speaker:" '

He shall take the chalr every day at the hour to which
the House shall have adjourned on the preceding day;
shall immediately call the members to order, and, on
the appearance of a quorum, shall cause the journal

of the preceding day to be read.lsg.

Rﬁnning through procedure of the early years was the grey thread of
décorum, a subject of special emphasis to thatl rougher day, reflecting
perhaps the insecurity felt from less happy experience in government
_in the recent past than in the hoped for future., To a discerning
observer, after the passage of several years the House had achieved
what its 1789 architectls so strongly desired:

The duties prescribed for the Spealier and the rules
for the conduct of the Chamber are observed with the
greatest fidelity and it{ is uniquely to this strict
adherence thal one must attribute the order that
reigns. The Speaker gives the floor to the members,
calls them to order when t hey digress {1rom 1he sub-

ject or use some improper expressions. FRach memboer ¢
may speak only tlwice on the same subicctl, but whe:

the chamber meets as a commitiec of the vhole, cach
speaks in his turn as many times as he wants, those
who have not spoken having always the preference.
During the coumitiee of the whole they remove the fas-—
ces surmounted by an eagle /Mouse mace/ which is fixed
at the barrier opposite the Chairman. The Speaker then

159, Gales and Scaton, op. cit., 1, p. 103.




leaves. The messages of the President and the Senate
are received only when the House is in full ropresén—
tation. The President sends his message by his
secretary; the Senate by the Clerk. They bow, read it,
and deliver the contents to the usher /Sergeant-at-
Arns7 who, carrying the fasces, gives it to the

Sgeaker.leo

As elaborate as those observances may appear, lhey were carried out by
unadorned officials and'attendants, and the House mace itself was the
only embellished symbol employed throughout. 1t imparted, nevertheless,
an air of gravity, dignity, and significance sufficient to impress any
audience, and the above witness noted that the “galleries observe the

greatest silence."

The Constitution had provided that each house of the Congress should
determine its own rules of proceedings., Three of the country's most
distinguished parliamentiarians, Elias Boudinot of New Jersey, James
Madison of Virginia, and Roger Sherman of Connecticut were included in
the committee of eleven that was appolnted to draft the first House
rules. Sherman, the only man in Congress who had attiended every impor-
tant general meeting or assembly since the Stamp Act Congress and had
added his mite to everylhing of importance done from Declaration to
Constitution, had the respect of all present. Madison, fresh from draft-
ing the Constitution and writing wost of the Federalist Papers, was one
of the age's wonders, Elias Boudinot (who kncws that name today?) had
been president of the Continental Congress und occupied hiph posts and
taken on weighty responsibilities during the entire Revoluvtionary ora.
Invariably in the chair when the House netl in Committee of the Whole in
years ahead, he found himself in 1789 made chairman of this committee,
They hammered out a short code of four rules adopled on April 7, 1789,

A week later they added six more rules. 6 Though others were added

T6U,  Niémcéwicz, op. c¢it., p. 43.

16). Galloway, op. cit., p. 49. By 1858 the number had increased
~to more than 150 and a special committee of five had to be appointed to
consider what might be done about the situation.
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from time to time, these were the ones that governed the House while it
met in Philadelphia.

Boudinot's rules achieved two ends. They made the House a body that
worked, that could proceed to its great tasks with the assurance of
completing them. Thus, the first rule outlined the duties of the
Speaker; in addition to the first paragraph quoted above, they obliged
him to preserve decorum and order, put questions, dc¢cide points of
order, announce the resultis of divisions and teller votes,; appoint
committees of not more than three members, and nimself vote when a
ballot was taken.162 Decorum, motions, debate, and balloting were

162, 1bid., p. 10. The Speaker was to take up pointis of order
"riging in his seat' to do so. He had to rise to put a question but
might state it sitting, The form for putting questions was " 'As
many as are of opinion that--(as the question may be) say Aye:'
And after the affirmative voice is expressed--'As many as are of
a contrary opinion, say No,' ' Doubt about the count or call for
a division necessitated the membership's leaving thelr seats with
those in the affirmative going to the right of the Speaker's chair
and those in the negative to the left. In staiing his decision on
the tally, the Speaker had to rise again. When the chamber ad-
Journed the members werc to remaln seated until after the Speaker
‘left. Gales and Seaton, op. cit., I. 103-106.
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covered by the second rule.163 The third prescribed procedures for

1egislating.164 Rule four laid down the vital procedures to be fol-
lowed in the Committee of the Whole for control of legislation,l®2

163, The second rule required 26 paragraphs of one or more lines,
the gist of which as given by Galloway was: 'No member could speak more
than twice to the same questions without leave of {he Houcse, No member .
could vote on any question in the result of which he was immediately
and particularly interested; or in any other case where he was not pre-
sent when the question was put. Every member present in the House when
a question was put was required to vote for or against it, unless ex-
cused. The previous question was to be admitted upon demand of five ;
members and its form was defined. Committees of more than three members
were to be chosen by ballot. And any fifteen members could compel the
attendance of ‘absentees'M™. op. cit., p. 11. One of the paragraphs
provided that “whilst the Speaker is putting any question, or addressing
the House, none shall walk out of or across the House; nor either in
such case, or when a member is speaking, shall entertain private dis-
course, or read any printed book or paper; nor whilst a member is
speaking, shall pass between him and the chair." 1lbid. 7This appears to
have been loosely enforced where breaches were not obvious. Gie member,
refusing to he so deterred informed a correspondent that while Hillhouse
of Comnecticut was oratling, "“He once in a while Speaks su loud as to
Interrupt me for a moment but on reflecting that he is on the right side
1 compose myself again & go to writing." Nathaniel Smith to David Daggett,
April 1796, D. Daggett Letterbook, Rare Book Room, Yale University.

164. As explained by Galloway (p. 11), ". . . a conmittee was to
be appointed to prepare every bill which should receive three readings;
but no bill could be read twice on the same doy without special order of
ithe House. After sccond reading a bill was 1o be engrosscd or committed
either to a select committee or to a Committee of 1he Whole louse, After
commitment and report, a bill could be re-committed at any time before
its passage. But no bill amended by the Senatle could be Committed."

165, Galloway again (p. 11): "The fourtih rule adopted Aprid 7, 1789,
prescribed the procedure of Committees of the Whole House in which bills
were twice read, debated by clauscs, and subjected to amerdment." 1t
also specified that ithe . . . rules of procecding in the House shall be
observed in committee so far as they may be opplicable, excepl that
limiting the times of speaking." Gales and Seaton, op. cit., p. 308,
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Boudinot's second end, that secured by a man viewed in retrospect as a
"far-seeing, benevolent, dictator, whose patriotic words acted as a
tonic," was of eliminating unwanted propositions at the point of intro-
duction by procedural means. As noted on pages 47 and 48 above,
Congressmen had no leave to introduce bills on thejir own; only the report
of 8 committee, acted on by the House or a motion for leave to introduce
could get a bill into the hopper. Boudinot was personally respbnsible
for this procedure: '"To him a bill was an inchoatle law, and his scru-
tiny of it resembled the suspicion with which a vidette repards the
advance of an unrecognized troop." Even the way of puttling the question
when a bill was opposed applied negatlive force (''Shall it be rejecied?").

The place of the Committee of the Whole and select comiitilees in the
legislative system has been discussed on pages 47-49 above for ils his-
torical significance., This was, of course, the entire house membership
in open debate on great issues, such as were common enough at the begin-
ning. Its cumbersome character is made clear by the follewing description
by the House's most eminent historian: ’ ’

After a problem such as the location of the permanent
seat of the Federal Government had been discussed from
every angle, in Committiee of the Whole llouse on the
State of the Union, it would be referred by House
resolution to an ad hoc select committee with instruc-
tions to prepare and report a bill on the subject.
Some days later, the select committee would present
ite bill to the House, according to order, aud aflter
second reading the bill would be ordered committed to

166. Alexander, op. cit., p. 18l. Alexander notes that the,
*, ., . custom of re-adopting the Boudinot Rules, supplemented by

Jefferson's Parliamentary Practice, left little to a Commiticece on Rules.
For many years it never madc a report. Indeed, so «lightingly was it

regarded that Speairers, during five Congresses, vtopglected Lo appoint
guch a conmittee. Whenever it became nccessary 1o expedite business the
House, . . . usually adopted a rule intended to 1it the case in hand.
Ibid., p. 182.

1
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a Committee of the Whole House. The House would then
resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole House,

the Speaker would leave the chair, another member would
take the chair, and the Committee of the Whole House
would consider and probably adopt amendments to the
bill. Then the Speaker would resume the chair and

the chairman of {he Committee of the Whole would
report its action to the House and deliver the proposed
amendments at the Clerk's table, where they would be
read twice and usually agreed to by the llouse. The
House would then order the bill, with the aMondments, to
be engrossed and read the third time {he next day.
‘After third reading, the House would adobt a resolution
that the bill pass and be entitled. TFinally, the Clerk
of the House would be directed to carvy the bill to

the Senate and request their concurrencoolb7

Much of the time spent by the House in Philadelphis's Congress Hall was
thus occupied. That standing committees would onc dﬁgstakn over most
of this activity was inherent in the system itsclf,

167. Gealloway, op. cit., pp. 11-12, In comnent on all thils, Griswold
wrote, ". . . it is utterly impossible for a Person who has not seen the
proceedings of Congress 1o imagine the delays & procrastinations which con-
tinually retard all Legislative business.!" Roger Griswold to Fanny Griswold,
Feb. 16, 1796, Grisowld Family Collcction, Yale University.

168. The balance of the House rules reprecented refinements and revi-
sions of the first four that expanded procedure and in other ways allowed
for matters concerning the organization of the House. Passed on April 13
and 14, 1789 they related to committee service, leaves of absence, the
appointment of a Standing Committee of Elections, and the appoiniment,

- symbol of office, and fees of the Sergeant-at-Arms. These cleared the way
for consideration of the credentials of members and the handling of con-
tested elections in South Carclina and New Jersey preparatory ito uvnderta-

.king the business of the first session. Galloway, op. cit., p. 10,
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_ With this machinery in operation, the HNouse busied itself to meet
the demands for measures that arose within its authority. Few expected
at ‘the start that so much lay in store for the Congress. In the minds
of many there would be little for Congress to do outside of the conduct
" of external affairs., The state and local government would handle inter-
. nal affiars, and once the obligations of the recent war had heen tidied
: up'and a federal code enacted the business of Congress would be modest
and fairly static. But they reckoned without the dynamics of growth.
This nation of four million people possessing a vast public domain and
unlimited ambitions could not be expected to stand still. A spiraling
ﬁopﬁlation, westward expansion, and extension of commerce and industry
soon confronted the House with more than enough lepislative situations
to claim their attention full time. Three secssions of the first Con-

‘ éross met for a total of 51? days, composed 155 committee reports, and
‘approved 108 public laws,”  Compared with today's congressional out-
put this is miniscule. Given the primitive means of communications,
‘the laborious method of doing business, and the lack of precadent for

a federal system in a new world, and it may be regarded as a notable
5chievem¢nt.

“"When not voting the House is lalking,' historian of the House
Alexander has written. The many parliamentary devices--poinis of order,
appeals, motions, methods of proccdure, questions of privilege, consi-
&eration of reports, bills, and resolutions-~-arouse opinion and lead to
; aebate.17° From the beginning the nation’'s popular forum has conducted
debate under definite and well-practiced rules, The clear distinclion
. between the Speaker's arca of control by points of order and the Bouse's
through appeals to the chair and the like shapes debatling procedure and

wiith both sides allowed time for o hearing, provides a siafecly valve.
. =“:But it is in general debate that the traditions lLave taken form., Most
1 of the time it is dreary; but it has its moments,

-

169, Calloway, op. cit., pp. 15, 119-123,

170. Alexander, op. cit., p. 288,

~ V;;gﬂ-%'makes orderly conduct possible. limited debate under suspension of rules,
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Knowledge of the House's early debates is fragmentary and what is
known about them can be misleading. What the congressmen committed to
paper or print themselves contrasts strongly with the fugitive extracts
of their speeches that have survived through agency of Gales and Seaton's
Annals of Congress published half a century later from newspaper accounts.
The official system of Congressional reporting in effect while the House
met in Congress Hall, concentrated its attention on the Journal, a record
of the official proceedings, and the finished copies of the laws them-
selves, Clerk of the House Beckley took minutes only for the Journal.
Non-current or non-continuing records were destroycd after the clerks in
Beckley's office, under his guidance copied carefully selected documents
believed to have lasting value, These very specifically did not in-
clude the debates, Such supposedly transitory mouthings were left to
the mercies of a corps of newspaper reporiers, or stenographers as they
were called, to be captured as best they could or would, depending on
their political cant. A number of these reporiers, Beckley's Republican
intimates among them enjoyed the privilege of the House floor, This had
the effect of bringing ito the scene a number of the age's mosi colorful

and controversial figures. Most of them were men of education, background,

and experience equal to the best that time could offer. Their presence
thus enriched the proceedings and added to the impact of high moments,
Benjamin Franklin Bache, grandson of the great Amcrican, and now re-
porting for his newspaper, the Aurora, had been educated abroad and at
the college in Philadelphia. William Duane, his successor had edited
newspapers in London and Calcutta. James Thomson Callender, a former
Edinburgh journalist, Thomas Lloyd, Joseph Gales, and Thomas Carpenter
occupied places along the sicde of the House chamber bohind the Speaker's

171. J. H. Powell, The Books of a Ncw Nation, United States Govern-
ment Publications, 1774-1814 (Phila., 1957), p. 84. By 1790 John Fenno,
Federalist editor and recipient of much patronage from the administra-
tion, began publishing the Journals of the Congress., John Fenno to
Joseph Ward, Jan. 31, 1790, Correspondence of John Fenno, Folder 4,
Chicago Historical Society.
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rOStrum.172 William Cobbett, yetl another former london journalist with

a strong pro-British and anti-Republican bias, chose to remain apart from
the others, and took a seat on a bench in the raised gallery looking down
on the Speaker. Their work was considered by many to be far from satis-
factory. Inaccuracies took their toll, and most were suspecled of being
politically inspired--in fact, some of them leftl no doubt whatsocver of
it.173 Also, coverage was uneven; in slack season few showed up, leaving
less for newspaper readers to choose from among.lk//1 In 1792 and again

in 1795 and 1796 the lack of a verbatim record of debates led the House
to consider engagig official stenographers, but owing tlo doubts about

v 172. On the conduct of Bache during testimony on the Lyons-Griswold
affair; "When this was concluded, he returned to his usual place (back
of the Speaker's chair) on the 12th . . ." Aurora, Feb. 24, 1798,

173. According to Alexander (p. 101), the work of early reporters
", . . occasioned much complaint, They were characterized as incorrect
and often offensively partisan, with arguments favorable to the newss ~
paper side fully set out, and those adverse maimed, misstlated, and con-
fused., Moreover, dull or inconspicuous members rarely got a line,”
William Loughton Smith made capital of the slip in reporting that sub-
stituted the word "barbers" for "harbors' in reporting an act for regu-
lation of the latter: " could hardly believe that the Legislature of
the Union would, at so early a day, attempl to vsurp an authority not
vested in them by the Constitution, and that, too, over a Lody of mon,
who could at any time put an end to the tyrammy with the edpge of the
razor." White, op. cit., p. 499. Joseph Gales admitted having to
“"abridge . . . very materially" to meet his editor's deadline. 7To
H., G, Otis, Mar. 29, 1793, Otis Papers, Massachuscits Historical Society.

174, "1 am sorry that our Short Hand Writers have almost deserted
the House of Representatives--which is the reason that you sce so little

‘'of our proceedings of late in Congress.'" Jonathan Trumbull to William -

Williams, May 3, 1794, Jonathan Trumbull Papers, Correspondence with
Congressmen, Vol. I, 1790-1801, Connecticut Hislorical Society.
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the effectiveness of stenographic methods, abandoned the idea.175 As

partisanship developed at the end of the decade, Bache and Duane were
e*pelled from the floor of the House, and the presernce of the shorti-
hand reporters became an issue in the Housc itself.}70 This served in
the end only to exacerbate already existing political feelings and led
to no improvements in the methods of reportling debates.,

Informed and expert opinion about the quality of the debates them-
selves varies. Historian Alexander valued them highly:

175. Even then the desire was voiced for a “full and impartial pu-
blication of the debates of the House.' Gales and Seaton, Annals of
Congress (Wash., 1849), 111, col. 563. One member wanted a prohibition
on newspaper publication of the debales, pending appointment of an offi-
cial stenographer. Worcester Massachusetis Spy, Feb. 22, 1796. The
prevailing opinion seems to have been expressed by the member who main-
tained that it would destroy competition: "11 is custiomary to let those
gnetlemen who take debates at present come within the biar of the house.
It would be very unfair to send them 1o the gallery. 7The debates were
at present well done. He looked upon the whole project as entirely
useless." The New World, Phila., Dec, 15, 1796. Although fountain pens
had made an appearance and steel tipped pens were in common use as were
pencils, the stenographic arts were still in their infancy. Edmund
Randolph wrote in 1795, '"Unless the logographic experiment in France
has succeeded in taking down every word, which is uttered, I doubt whe-

ther such a thing has ever been accomplished." White, op. cit., pp. 499-5C0.

176, Bache was ordered out by Speaker Dayton for 'gross indecency
towards him." Porcupine Gazette, Feb. 17, 17¢8. Aurora, Feb. 17, 27;
March 29, 1798, Dayton charged "“abuses" against Duane and some insulting
gesture referred to as the "Famous short-hand motion." William Claiborne
‘to Jonathan Dayton, Aug. 29, 1799, Dayton Papers, New Jersey Historical

o

Society. Sedpgwick also considered Duane a dangerous radical whose “Sedi-

tious falschoods intended to disgrace our country & destroy its government,“

Theodore Sedgwick to anonymous, Jan, 11, 1800, MSS, Mussachusetts llisto-
rical Society.
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The House 1s rarely if ever without a few effective
debaters. As stated above, veteran members who talk
much usually learn to talk well. But as one studies
the great debates of the past century, the fact ap-
pears that speakers who have commanded the country's
attention come in groups, Indeed, it may be said
that the congressional firmament reveals constella-
tions of genius as clearly as the heavens disclose
brilliant star clusters. The jewels of Orion's belt
never shone more brightly than did Fisher Ames of Mas-~
sachusetts, the transcendent orator and profound law-
yer ; Elias Boudinot, the accomplished and benevolent
statesman; and James Madison, . . . while aboutl them,
like the three collinear stars clustered Elbridge
Gerry, Roger Sherman, and George Clymer, the trio

of distinguished “signers."l

Contemporaries expressed less enthusiastic views of these “star per-
formers," Ames exccpted, but the oratory of William Loughton Smith in
reply to Giles' charges against Hamilton's adminictration of the Trea-
sury, Harrison Gray Otis as well as Smith in support of the Jay Treaty,
and John Marshall in the Robbins case will be recalled whenever the
subject comes up.

As far as other members of the llouse were concerned, much less
yet can be said in praise of their debating prowess. Of course, any
Representative making a serious contention on any point had to he ac-
corded the respecl due his constituency. But it is not to take lightly
the inhabitants of sovereign states and their representatives to ac-
knowledge lackluster performances, When the qualitly of debale in the
Committee of the Whole sagged, it was because, to quotle Galloway (p. 12),
*not all the members were competent to elucidate general principles.”

177. Alexander, op. cit., pp. 299-300,
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Not surprisingly too, most of the worthwhile debate sprang from
political cause. In 1789 politics in the House as yetl had no basis,
wWashington's admonition to “drive far away the daemon of party spirit
and local reproach" seemed to be taken to heart by all and sundry. But
this was merely a brief season of reprieve, Although the Constitution
provided no explicit reference to political parties, they were not
long in developing as "underlying sectional and philosophical difier-
ences' brought the members into conflict., As early as the first legis-
Ylative proposals to regulate the slave trade and the debate over the
permanent seat of government in 1789-1790, like-minded members of the
House began to meet together to coordinate their efforts for maximum
effect.178 From such meetings before long began 1o come drafts of bills
embodying the policies of these caucuses, and in time, it has been
charged, the '"real work of legislation was put in shape, not by the
legislature, but in secret session of the majority party."179 In this
manner, the forum of peers that the House was expected to become, held
sway more in theory than in fact. The Comnittee of the Whole continued
to function normally to all outward appearances, bul was being manipu-
lated in many key situations by skillful contirol of debate and proce-
dure. Ultimately, entire programs of legislation were to be preconcerted

~and put through in the same fashion.

None of this took place in the first instance undcer partly banners,
Such parties as had so f[ar developed were in the stotes, hiphly organ-
ized in some and mere factional manifestation in others., The Federalism
that later came into focus as an organized and disciplined force, in
1789 was more than anything a state of mindu180 Holders of a sizable
majority in itle Jouse for the first two sessions, those who esteemed the
national measures of the early legislative program, constituted a poli-
tical party, the Federalisis, as early as 1790, according to certain

178. Galloway, op. cit., p. 19.
179, 1bid., p. 20.

180, John C. Miller, The Federalist Era, 1789-1801, The New

American Nation Series (New York, 1960), p. 99,
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authorities. It is generally agreed that the conflict of ideas and
interests associated with Hamilton and Jefferson had brought two fledg-
ling parties to the field of politics by 1792. By 1793, with Hamilton's
domestic program in operation, but its forward thrust halted, and trou-
ble brewing on the country's borders, on the high seas, and overseas,
the state of the political arts had matured so far that the Federalists
and Regg?licans were compared with military formations in their disci-

pline.

From this point on the House was pretty evenly divided. This widely
accepted table of party affiliation has the House divided along these

lines:

Congress  Representatives Delegates  Federalisis Republicans

1 65 53 12
2 69 55 114
3 105 1 51 54
4 106 46 50
5 105 51 54
6

105 1 57 48

These represent voting effectives, and it will be noted that little
allowance is made for those not actually active politically except for

181, Galloway sees 1790 as the date of the “appearance of an em-
bryonic party organization in the House." Op. cit., p. 128, Miller
dates emergence as a general phenomernon to 1792, Op, cit., p. 99. A
world full of menacing great powers gave the Republicuns a more fruit-
ful field to work. Ames wrote in January 1793, "Virginia moves in a
solid column, and the discipline of the party is as severe as the
Prussian." Quoted in Galloway, op. cit., p. 129. To Jefferson, the
Federalists in Congress had the precision of a “squadron.'" Quotled in
Miller, op. c¢it., p. 123, Miller concludes '"rivalry and emulation
tended to stimulate party activitly." lbid.

182. Alexander, op. cit., p. 411, Also used by Galloway, op. cit., 71,
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a single Congress, In fact, many voted the intercsts of their state or
seCtion, having little political attraction, but tended as consistent
supporters of one or the other party, to be effectives quite as much as
the most convinced and politically 1nvolved.183

From this fairly definite but still somewhat undefined state of the
firet half decade, the parties became very much more highly organized
during the second. As foreign affairs took center stage, conflict be-
came headon. The most serious such encounter in the earlier period
took place when William Branch Giles, an unyielding republican, des-
cribed by one scholar of the period as a 'zealous and energetic, but
clumsy,  leader® sought to have the House censure Hamilton for not strict-
ly observing the laws making specific rather than lump sum appropriations,
While Giles' assault withered during the course of debate under Smith's
adroit maneuvering, this was the last session for three Congresses that

183, Miller develops his own figures: "In 1796, . . . there wvere
fifty~six Republicans and forty-nine Federalisis in the House, Two
years later, the Federalists had a majority of five. . . . Even as late
as the Third Congress (1795-96) ualmost hall the members of the louse
prided themselves upon being free of party ties and obligations.™
Op. cit., p. 124,

184, At issue here was the age old difference between House and
Administration over “execudtive discretion" as against “legislative re-
strainl” in fiscal affairs. The prevalling practice thyough 1792 had
been to pass annually two gencral appropriziicn measuwres granting lunp
sums for the civil list and bread executive discretion., Madisgon regarded
this as an abdication of the House's authoritiy under the Constitution to
initiate nioney bills and control generally the purse strings., From 1793
on, 1t became the policy of the Republicans to limit executive leeway by
making specific rather than lump sum appropriations. Galloway, op. cit.,
pp. 174-75. Giles' charges were technical, and “on the whole rather
captious, Their object was to prove that Hamilton had cxercised his
pro-Funglish prejudices in depriving our Revolulionary ssvior France of
prompt and generous payment of the debt owed her, his pro-speculator
proclivities in neglecting to redeem portions of the national debt, and
his monarchical bias ipn disregarding legislative instruction.' Richard
. Welci, Jr., Theodore Scdpwick, Federalisi: A Poliiica) Tertrail
(Middletown, Conn., 1965), p. 109, :



. e

the Federalists enjoyed a majority. Their defense of the Jay Treaty

"though successful was made arduous by the persistent Republican attack.
Médison, Baldwin, Gallatin, and Macon supported Giles' debating pre-

. sence to effect on the day's great issues. After the quacsi-war with

Eh&nce began and the "X.Y,Z. Affair" broke, the resurgent Federalists

: thisely undertook to stifle the opposition by passing the Alien and

Sedition Laws, During the course of debate, the preponderant Federal-

ists made use of obstructionist tactics in dealing with Republican

opposition:

e o « Yesterday . . . a scandalous scene in the I,

of R, il was the day for taking up t1he Alien and
Sedition laws , . . they held a Caucus and determined
that not a word should be spoken on their side in
answer to anything which should be said on the olher,
Gallatin took up the Alien & Nicholas the Seditious
laws; but after a litile while of common silence,
they began to enler into loud conversations, laugh,
cough &c so that for the lasi hour of thece gentle-
men's speaking they must have had the lungs of a vendue
master to have been heard . . . it was impossible to
proceed. The questiogsgas taken & carried in favor of
the report 52 to 48,

By then Madison had left Congress in disgust, as much over the
state of the party in the House as any reason. Weighed down by the
likes of Giles and others of the stripe of Massuchuselis Congressman
Barnabas Bidwell, whom Joln Randolph of Roanoke stigmatized for his
subservience Jefferson's “clerk of the watercloset," he determined to
work outside. The forum of the House had become an arena, and an
arena it was to remain.

I85, Thomas Jefferson to James Madison, Feb, 24, 1799, The Papers
of James Madison, Vol, 21, folio 33, Library of Congress,

186. Samuel Eliot Morison, Harrison Gray Otis, 17651848, The
Urbane Federalist (Boston, 1969), p. 85,
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APPENDI X
SALARIES OF HOUSE OFF1CIALS

In what one authority has termed “The Rule of Parsimony," Congress
fixed salaries throughout the government service on the low side. Moon-
lighting was allowed where there was '‘no incompatibility in the nature
of the work" or the "“time necessary" for it with duties of office in
which case "private occupations will absolutely yield." /Quoted from
Leonard D. White, The Federalists, A Study in Administrative History
(New York, 1948), p. 297,7 The act of 1789 that fixed executive depart-
ment salaries set $500 per annum as the upper limit for clerks. 1In 1793
the government's chief clerks petitioned unsuccesfully for an increase
in pay. The following year clerks of the War Department followed suit
with as little success. But in 1795 the law was changed to allow de-
partment heads to vary compensation "“as the services to be performed
shall in their judgment require," and setting a maximum of $1,000 per
annum for chief clerks, Thus, members of ihe House's official family
did not suffer by comparison. According to the 1792 Civil List, sala-
ries paid them ran as follows:

Clerk of Housc $1,896
Principal Clerk 1,104
Engrossing Clerk 3986
Engrossing Clerk 502
Chaplain 272
Sgt. at Arms 702
Doorkeeper 827
Asoistant Doorkecper 574

/3. H. Powell, The Bocks of a New Nation (Phila., 194%7), p. 1587
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SOURCES

This report is based on tihe usual wide range of sources available
for projects concerned with the buildings of Independence National His-
torical Park. The Park's collections are unusually full owing to long-
range and long-term research surveys undertaken in years past that have
- systematically gone through manuscript collections of eighteenth century
institutions and personalities and copied relevant data for use in just
such reports as this., It has been necessary in addition to make g
corresponding effort in published materials, particularly those works
by specialists in government with their non-historian orientced viewpoints
on early Federal institutions. This has proved to be a particularly
valuable exercise, yielding much to make manuscripts comprehensible,

It was also necessary to run out the many biographical works on congress-
men, and this proved to be equally valuable in adding comprehension and
substance to this report,

Again the writer has dispensed with the well-known and little used
bibliography usually appended to a work of tlhis sort., Doing s0 saves
time and expense all around. He has tried 1o include data enough in
his footnote citations to meet the needs of those fcew who will want to
go behind the text to the source.

89

AT R RO EE I R

e e g



JIEPIEES

ILLUSTRATIONS

60

R R T

it et b s e ot



J1llustiration No. 1

Congress Hall, Philadelphia, as that building appeared when the

‘House first gathered there on December 6, 1790 to open the third
: session of the First Congress, Drawing taken from January 1790
3 issue of Columbian Magazine. '

Illustration No, 2

View of facade and east wall of Congress Hall from William Birch
print of 1799. In background are the Chestnut Street Theater,
John Dickinson's fine home, and in the distance the mansion
built for the President but never occupied by him,
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Illustration No., 3

Plan of House seating in 1795 drawn by Representative Philip

Van Cortlandt of New York. This conforms to the description
given in Galloway's Historw of the House of Representatives:

"Up to the Twenty-ninth Congress, seats were taken on a first-
come, first cheice basis.” (p. 48) Certain combinatlions are
obvious, Madison seated sice-by-side with agrarian democrat
Macon, Griswold and Coit of Connecticut together, Sedgwick,
Smith, Harper, and Goodhue in a knrot, and the two Maine district
representatives paired. From Van Cortlandt-Van Wyck Papers,
Manuscript Division, New York Public Library.
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Illustration No. 4

The House Lobby during Congress' stay in Philadelphia. Known

as the Portico of Congress Hall, it offered members a covered
entrance large enough for relaxed conversation off the floor of
the House. 1t also provided a covered passage to the adjacent
West Wing Building of Independence Hall, where the House offices
were located. :
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Illustration No. 5

Political cartoon of 1708 makes light of the most notorious and
sensational incident to take place in the House chamber during
Congress' mecetings in Philadelphia-~the fight on the floor be-
iween Roger Griswold of Connecticut and Matthew Lyon of Vermont.
Griswold sought with a cane to make amends for an earlier
encounter when Lyon spit in his face--also in the lHouse. Lyon
defended himself with fire tongs. Such occurences were a rarity
and though disgraceful did not discredit the House. Courtesy

of Essex Institute, Salem Massachusetts.,

Illustiration No. 6

The House of Representatives chamber as restored by the National
Park Scrvice. Curtains of green fearnought cloth, in-grain
carpeting, mahoguny desks and arm chairs in black morocco lea-
ther, Speaker's stand, tables for Clerk of the House and Sergeant-
at-Ams; refresiment table, pigeon holes for mail at left,
Franklin stoves, and Trumbuil print have all been authenticated
although none seen here were orlginally in the room.
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