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Passage of the Civil Rights Bill.

Nemly a month ago the President of the
United States 1ctmined to the Senate, wnsigned,
and with his objections, the bill securing the
rights of citizens to all native born persons,
without distinction of race or color. The hill,
swhich originated in the Senate, had passed
both houses by ‘very large majoritics, but still
the Pre-ident felt compelled to withhold his as-
rent,  When its reconsideration in the Senate,
according to the provisions of the Constitution,
occunied, it was again passed by that body by
[ vote of thirty-three against fifteen, more than
| the requisite two thirds, and so far as the voice
of the Senate was concerned, giving to the bill
the validity of Jaw without the signatue of the
Piesident. A few days later it was acted upon
in the House of Representatives, and passed by
1a vote of one hundred and twenty-two against
tmty-one, thus completing its enactment as a
lnw of the land.  The formalities of registering
and proclamation follow as matters of course,
and <o the Civil Rights Bill is now among om
regulaily enacted statutes,

The cave is an unusuital one, if not indeed un-
precedented, in our hictory,  The veto power,
wicely granted to the Executive by the Consti-
tution, has always been reguided as one to be
used spaingly, caretully, and only in peculiar
emergencies, It has, however, been used to
some txtent by nealy every Piccident, most
fiequently by General Juckson and M, Tyler,
who dwming much of their adminictrations had
not & majoiity of Congress with them, But in
both these cases,and in almost all others wheie
the veto has been interposed, the majorities in
favor of the vetoed hills were less than two
thitds, so that the President's disapproval
proved fatal. In this case a measme of the
highest impoitance, and involving some of the
most momentous questions of government—a
«uestion, too, that is destined to divide and de-
tine the political parties of the country for yeais
to come—is decided by Congicss in opposition to
the chosen and pertinaciously maintained policy
of the Exccutive, The case furniehes an interest-
ing illustration of the movements of our po-
iitical machinery, and with a not unplessant
one of the independent action of the co-ordi-
nete branches of the government. $till such
lack of harmony is to be regretted, and since
the Civil Rights Bill was to become a law, one
could have wished it might have been enacted
in the usual way of legislation.

Ofrthe details of the law we cannot speak at
length, nor nced we; its spirit rather than its
outward form is that which gives it ite value.
Itg putpose is to accomplish in actual life the
thing designed in the Constitutional Amend-
sient for the prohibition of slavery. While
slavery existed as n fact recognized in the
fugdamental law of the nation, the whole negio
race weie by implieation excluded from equality
before the law, from which position any of
them could be relieved only by special local
legislation, The ulter extirpation of slavery by
the Conatitutionn! Amendment changed all
that, and by clenly logical soquence made
every mun of that race the peer of his white
fellow-citizen, “I'h¢ same amendment expressly
conferred on Congresa the power to enact all
needful legislation for carrying out its design,
and by that authority and in pursuance of that
design has this law been enacted, It purposcs

simply to place colorod men upon the same

level with others undcr the law, to make the
laws of all our states and municipalitics deal
cqually with all classes of citizens, without dis-
tinction of class, eolor, or genealogical descent,

The rights of citizens are of two kinds, natural
and conventional. The first kind relate to the in-
dividual, and they me ennmerated in the Dee-
laration of Independance as *life, libeity, and
the pursuit of happiness”  To scewie these
rights secomse to the law comts, both as par-
tics and witnesses, st be allowed  without
di~cummation «f pa onsy and to do this, as
we anderstand the oy is the desizn of this
bt The other o1 conventional elass of 1ights
belong to the ditizan by vittueof the constitution
of the wovernment, "Lhey inelude the right to
vote, to <anve on gics, and to liold public
Morally st night ccem wrong to depaive
any (liss of per-ons ol thesc 1ights on account
of merely nutural accidents; hut this law does
not interfore with anything of that kind,  Its
design is to proteet all alike in the enjoy meat
of their natmal vights as citizens of the republic,
and to vo o fwither,  The questions of negro
sufftage and of eligibility to office are not
touched, not indeed is anything granted to any
one aflceting s aelutions as a factor in the goy-

ofhecs

c¢rnment,

The objections of Picsident Johnson (though
many of the details are condenmed by him) are
agamst the spiiit and chict’ intent of the law,
e objedts to granting cqual protection to
colored pa-ons and others,and repeats the stale
slandars ot the <lavery-debauched sentiment of
hoth Soutle and North about the inferiority and
unfitness of negroes to e associnted with w hite
man, 1is Kindost uttaance towwd any of that
race sunply achnow ledged them as the * wards
of the govanment,”™ a iclation in which, if pro-
tectionnay be hoped for, hut not demanded,
<o alvo authority 1aust be subniitted to at the
di~crction of the auling 1ace.  The 1ight to
humane tieatment may belong to the black man
as well s to the white, und even to dumh
animals; It these cannot he enforeed by law.
As to legal ones, he ~eoms to fully coincide with
the historieal fact cited by Chief Justice Tancy,
that “they have no nights that white men me
bound to1espect.” That abetter ethico-political
creed has at length become embodied in Amei-
fcan law is cause for sincere thankfulness,
whicl is <haded only by the fiuct that an act so
gloviouy, hueanse <o righteous, could not 1eccive
the sanction of the Amaican President,
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