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Washington 22 June 1842 
 
My dear Sir/ 
 
 Our friends at Chambersburg & yourself among the number seem to consider that the 
question before the Senate is not upon the question of the confirmation of Mr. Durboraw’s 
nomination; but upon the removal of Mr. Harper.  Now the power of removal rests with the 
President alone; and this he has already exercised.  The question for us to decide is whether the 
nominee is honest & capable of discharging the duties of the office; and, I have never heard a 
single word against his character or qualifications.  I am sincerely sorry that Mr. Harper has been 
removed.  I believe him to be an excellent man & for the sake of “auld lank syne”, I should have 
been glad of his continuance in office: but that, unfortunately is not now the question.  Should 
we reject Durboraw, is it certain that we would obtain a better man?  In may instances, the 
second nominee has not been equal to the first.   
 
[Page Break] 
 
The Committee on the Post offices &c have recommended the confirmation of Ds. nomination, - 
and I presume it will pass as a matter of course unless something should be alleged against his 
moral or political character. 
 I wish you would explain these matters to our friends in Chambersburg who seem to 
think that the question before the Senate is upon the removal of Mr. Harper & not the 
confirmation of Mr. Durboraw. 
 I send you by this mail a copy of the Globe containing my remarks on the second section 
of the apportionment Bill.  These I would thank you to peruse not on account of there merit; but 
that you may be made acquainted with the question.  It my probably be a very serious question in 
its results.  Missouri could not now, if she would, change her law before her Congressional 
elections; and there are other states who will disobey the law.  My own opinion is, that it would 
be wise in Pennsylvania to comply with it, not because I believe it to be constitutional; but to 
avoid collision & embarrassment.  The chief difficulty, I presume, will be in the city & county of 
Philadelphia, because its division into two single contiguous 
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districts may produce a plentiful crop of frauds by double voting. 
 I ought to be pleased with the rates established because it is my own number.  Every 
candid man upon the spot must admit that a House of 316 members, comprised of the same 
excitable materials which exist at present, would almost be incapable of business.  The House 
itself deserves all praise for consenting to reduce its own numbers.  A high ratio was growing in 
strength every day in that body, - notwithstanding its diminished the chances of re-election of 
almost every member.  There was a decided majority of the Democratic party in the Senate who 
were in favor of the rates fixed from the beginning; and I am informed, for I have not examined 
the yeas & nays, that in the House there was an equally decided Democratic majority in its favor 
on the last vote. 
 I sincerely sympathise with you in the loss of your aunt.  That fell disease has deprived 
me of several of my nearest & dearest relatives. 



 
from your friend sincerely, 

James Buchanan 
 
James X. McLanahan 
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