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The very meaning ol a treaty isl-'l com-
pact between independent states founded
on negotiation, and il'a treaty {:'15 it elearly
would be) it must be submived 1o the
Senate for its approval, and run ihe huz-
ard of receiving the votes of two thirds of
the memhers present j=—swhicli could ha.d-
Iy be expected ; il we are to judge from
recent experience.  This of iiselfl is con-
sidered by the P’resident a3 a |_:n||r'|u~:|vv
reason for proposing the resolution ol the
House, instead of the amendment of the
Senate, as the basis of annexation.”

The above exiract will place you in
possession of the leading reasons for mak-
ing the selection.  Fivewms prove thit the
sclection was juldicious. Texas was an-
pexed against every eflurt ol epen cnemics
and tecacherous [riends, both here and
there, and the most strenuous ellints 1o
defeat it by Eunglawd and Prance, and by
it, your weak and muost expnsed flank was
proteeted against danger [com without, and
the muchivations of abolitionists amd their
abettors at home, It was a great vielory.
both for your cause and the country, and
was felt 1o be so at ihe time. "I'hat it was
due 1o 1he selection made, [ have the high-
estauthority. Mr. Donalilson, in his lener
to me, afier annexation wis achieved, saidl
that any other course, but that pursued,
would have defleated it.

But Col. Benton now objects, that the
Hlouse resolution contained a provisiun to
extend the Missouri Compromise line 1o
the western bouudary of Texas, and os-
serts, that ihis extension abolished slavery
in the State; meaning, as | suppose, that
it prevented the iatroduction of staves in
the portion north of the line, when atthe
tline there were no scttlements or slaves.
It was not, it scems, the resolution of 1hose
who voted for it, and passed it and among
them himself, whose vote could have de-
feated it, that abolished siavery, as he
calls it, but I, who made the sclection of
the Hlouse resolution, in preference to his
amendmeut. The slightest agency it
scoms ou my part, in relerence 1o any
measure, makes me solely responsible for
the wkole. It would be better atonee for
him to take the ground, that T only aur
responsible for all the misdeeds of the
government, since L came into public life,
whether of commission or omission.  Tu
what could 1 do? The President bad to
act, atd (o select one or the niher resolu-
tions,—1lis or tho House,—Tlie sclection
was left to him. If that of the House was
tainted by the Missouri Compromise with
abolitionism, as he states, his resolution
was much moro deeply infected. 1 have
His own words for the asseriion. lle de~
clared, this amendment, as adopted by the
Senate, was thesamo with the string of
resolutions he had iutroduced at the pre-
ceding scssion; and rencwed at the then
session. lle also weclared, that they were
generalized aud comprised in one, (0 avoil
objections to details. Oune of this string of
resolutions thus covered under general
terms, was lo divide Texas into two equal
parts, by aline'drawn North and South,
of which the western part was to be sub-
Jject 10 the ordimunce of '87. A measure,
coming from a quarter so hostile und ac-
companied by such a declaration, was jusi-
ly suspected, as inteuding mischici. T
was so cousidered, gencrally, by the fricnds
of annexation in the Senate, and wasas.
sented to reluctantly and only Lecause he
had a few supperiers, who with him held
the balance, and refused to vote for the
resolution of the ouse without the amend~
ment. Among them, il my memory
serves me, was his fricnd llayward, who
was for the covering all Texas and the
whole region, North of 36° 30° with the
ordinance of '87. Z'%mco Dounaos ¢t done
Jerentes.

I come row to the last of his charzes;
that [ abandoned the South, and left him
and a few others alone by the side ol the
ill-fated owners of the Cumet, [Encomivm,
Euoterprize, and Creole., e does nw
state by what act, 1 abandoned you, but
Jeaves it to e inferred from his remarks,
that it was by veting in favor of the Ash-
burton treaty, which coutained nnstipula~
tion in favor of the owners of those vessels.
¥t is a trick of his to make his charges very
vaguely, so a8 to make it dillicult to letect
his errors aud repel his slanderous auacks.
1 admit that } voied for the Ashburton
treaty. Idid more, I delivered a speech
inits favor, which, in the vpinion of its
friends saved it [romn rejection.  Its fue
was doubtful. The opposition headed by
Col. Beaton was violent, and it required
two thirds to confirn the treaty. [ am
willing 1o 10ke whatever share of responsi-
Yility he may think proper 1o allot 1o me
for voting for it.  1lvok with no little satis-
faction to my course on the oceasion, from
the belief that | rendered then great and
permanent service to the country, 1or its
adoption was the first link, in that series
of ecluses, by which war beiween Great
Brztain and us was averted,  \Wha is there
now so blind, a8 uot v see, that il the
treaty hud been rejected, war coull not
have been avoided ! ‘T'lie two countries,
were in iruth, on the very eve of a rup-
ture, the way cvents were moving al the
time, without either being awareol it, A
the very nex! session the Orcegon fuestion
for the [irst time assumed a dangerous and
menacing aspeet. A bill was introdu-
ced immediately after its opening, which
covered the whole of that territory, the
object of which was to commeace systems
atically, the work of culonization aud set-
tleraent on our part. 1 took my scat in
tho Senale two orthree weeks afier the
commencement of Hie session, and found
the bill on its passage, without opposition,
aud apparently without division ofopinian,
1 saw the danger to the peace of tho 1wo
countries, and that the time had come to
take a stand to save it. 1 determined 1o
do my duty regardless of consequences to
myself. I arose, and opposed it, aml theres
by exposed my sell to the opposition of
the entire west, which was sironzly iniis
favor. My name then, aswell as when
the Ashburion treary was pending in the
Senate,' was before the people for the
highest houvor in their gifi—placed there,
ot by myself, but by my [riends. Did
¥ then permitthe low mative of aiming at
the Presidency, to which he atirilutes my
course on the treaty, to sway me [rom the
path of duly?

My stand preveoted the bill from Ue-
coming a law, and that constituted the
sccond liok, in the scries af causes, by
which we were enabled 1o avert war he-
tween the two countries.  Cul. Lenton

then went for the bill, and
for the wholo of Oregon.
hiren rejected at the preeediog ses<ion, the
stand 17 took and the resistaves ©ede 1o
the Uil wonh) have been all i ovoin, It
woulil have |1:|~c,~‘.r'-l, :md_lhu: r-r:m_m'_\f pre-
cipitined into warg bt 88 L was, lime was
wained, which was all impoitant. The
agitition, however, was kept up abont
Oregon, and similar bills were iulrfuln‘r:ml
the two succeeding sessions, whieh Fiiled
by small majoritics. In the meaniine,
nezntiation was eommenced and the cliaim
wihe whole of Oregon made. The ery
was “all=or none.” amd so strong was the
current in its favor, that hoth parties yiell-
ed 1 it in the carly part of the session. |
had resigned my seatin the sennte, hut
was re=eleeted o short time before the ses-
sion commeneed, amd wok my scat sever-
al weeks afterwards,  Tsaw and felt the
stirength of 1he ewrent, but resolved to
Urenst ity nnd save the peace of the coun-
try il puossible. It wus arrested :mti_ a
connter current zreated. Col. Benton him-
sel( yielded o 1he counter current, and des
livered a speech afier the baiile was won,
in which he helabored thoso whe stuck 1o
sall or none” afier hie fuuwd that they were
in aminority. 1t was this chain of causes,
of which the Ashburton treaty wasthe first
andd indispensable glink which averied war,
and by it saved the twe countries from one
of the greatest calapritivs which eould have
belullen them, and, I mizht add, 1he civi-
lized world. 1 shall ever remember with
proud satisfaction, that I wok a prominent
lead and highly vesponsible part on the
side of peace throughout the whole.

I also admit, that the treaty contained
no stipulations in favor of thewwners of
the vessels, nor any to prevent similir oui-
roges in future, [t was anobjection. and
I admirted it to be so in my specch in fa-
vor of it not a suflicient oue to induce its
rejeetion. Dty although the weaty con-
tained no stipulations o guard against like
vutrages herealter, much, nevertbless,
wias done in the negmiation lo prevent
them auwd 10 place the south  on much
more elevated ground in reference 1o the
sulijeet, than where it stuwl, when the ne-
gotiation eommenced.  To  wnderstand
how much was done towards this, a briel
siatement of facts conueeted with the case
of those reports, is necessury»

They were all coasting wessels having
slaves on board, and were all either stran-
ded in their voyage from the Alantie poris
to those on the Gull or the ritish posses-
sions, Bermuda and the Dahama Islands,
or fureed 10 put into their ports by siress
of weather 1o suve themselves from ship-
wreek, or were earried in by the rising of
the slaves and taking the vessel into port.
Their fine was the snme.  The slaves
were liberited, umler circumstances of
more or less violenee and indignity, by
the localauthority.  The vutrage was en~
ormous, and the insultio the American
flag great. - The fiist occurred as early as
the year 1830, and all under the mlininis.
tration of General Jackson or Mr. Van
Buren, except the Crenle.  Application
was made to the Executive by the owners
for redress.  Afier a fechle and tame ne-
goliation of mauy years, lhe I5ilsn Guv-
ernment agreed 1o compensate the owa-
ersin the case of the Comet anl Fueomi-
am, but refused 1o make any in that ol the
Eaterprize, on the grouml, that the two
first vecurred  before her act ol abolishing
slavery had gone inlo operation, and the
other after it hivd.  The Administration
(Mr. Vag Buren'’s) accepted the eompen-
sation and acquiesed “in the refusal,’in the
case of the Kuoterprize, without remon-
sirance or protest, amd thus waived our
right aud adwirted the absurd and danger-
ous principle, on whicl the refusal was
placed.

What the Administration  shamefully
omitted to do, | resolved 1o do thronsliihe
Senate, il possible, and with that view,
and in order 1o perpetuate our elaim of
right I moved in the Senate, in ISI, the
three following resolutions, and succecded
in passing them by a unauimoens vote,
with some slight amendincut, Col. Benton
voting for them, but not standing by me,
us he says, for be uever uttercd a word in
their support :

“Resolved, That aship or a vessel on
the bigh seas, in time ol peace, engaged
ina lawlul voyage. is according 1o the
laws ol nations, under the exclusive juris-
diction ol the Staie o which her (lag be-
longs ; as much so as il constituting a part
of'its own domaiu.

“llesolved, That il sueh ship or ves-
sel should hie fureed by siress of weather,
or other unavoidable eause, into the pory
of a friendly power, she would, under the
same liws, lose nono ol the righis apper-
taining to hier ou the high seas; hut, on the
contrary, she and her cargo ad persons
on board, wirh their property, aud all the
righta belonging to their personal relations,
as established by the laws of the State 10
which they belong,fwould be placed vider
the protection, which the laws ol nations
extend to the unfortusate under such cir-
cumstances.

“Resolved, That the Biig Enterprize,
which was fread unavoidably by stress
of weather into Port Hamilon, Bermuda
Islaud, while ona lawlul voyage on the
high seas, from one part of the Union to
another, comes within the principle em-
braced in the furegoing resolutions; and
that the seizure amd detention ol thn ne-
groes on board by the loeal auwhority of
the Islands. was an act in violation of the
lows of nations, and highly unjustto our
own eitizens o whom they belong.”

Such was the condition in which the
alministration ol Mr. Van Duren lefi
these outrageons cases.  Fhey never were
brought o the notice of the public, aml

was: 1 believe, |
L
{

dered, aud that maiutained by Great
Britain in the ease ol the Muterprize ac-
quieseed in; aud, ol course, all elaims of
compensation on the part of the vwoers
readered  hopeless.  The following -
ministration had nothing to stand on. bul
my resvlutions and the vote of the Senato
in their favor.  If then “the il lated nw-
vers' were sacrificed, it was not by me.
Cheir case was rendered hopeless by the
preceding adminisiration, with whieh Mw.
Lieuton was intimately associated, and i
which hie acquiesced; for he neyer rais-
ed his voice in their favor, in the long
period of ten years, during all which timo
fis voice might have been polential. |
turn now lo explain what was done in

1
he priuciple firsticontended for was surren- |

tion, which ended in the Ashburton treaty,

ilad the reaty ; amd bow  much 'llla South, which hr.l‘ ac-
| prises e ag having abandoned, has gained

hy it.  Faor that purpose 1 insert an ex-
iract from my speech on the treary,

uSueh wns the Stae of facts, when
the negotintions commenced in reference
to these cases; and it remains now to be
shown-in what state it has lelt them. In
the first place, the broad principles of the
law of nations, on which I placed our
right, in my resolutions have been clear-
ly smed and conclusively  vindicated
in the very able letter of the Seecre-
tary of Siate. which has sirengihenci
pur epuse not a ditde, as well [rom its
intrinsic merit, as the quarter from which it
comes. [n the next place, we have an
explicit recognition of the principles fir
which we contend, in the answer of Lord
Ashburion, whu expressly says thar, #On
the great general principles, aflecting this
case,” (the Creole) *they do not differ;
and that is followed by *an engagement
ihat instructions shall be given to the Gov-
ernot’'s of her Majesty’s Colonies, on the
Southern burders,of the United States,
cxecute their own laws with careful atten-
tion to the wishes of their government 1o
maintain good neighborhood; and that
there shall bo no officious interference
with American vessels driven by accident
or violence into their ports.  The laws and
duties of lospitality shall be executed.'—
T'his pledpe was aceepted by our -Execu-
tive, aceompanied by the express declara-
tion of the President, through the 'Secre-
tary ol State, that the places his reliance on
those principles of public law which hadl
heen stated iu the note of the Scerctary of
Sue.”

Ilero wo have a positive acknowledge-
ment of the principle, which the adminis-
iration of Mr. Van Buren had ahandoned
aml a pledge that necessary measpres
would be taken to prevent similar occur-
rences in future, and the laws and duiies
ol huspitality be executed. Now when |
addl, that all this, thus far, has been faith-
fully exceuted, I may assert with truth,
that you gain much, far more than I hal
hoped, considering the stave, in which the
subject had been left by the prececding ad-
ministration.  So much for the charge,
that | hod abandoned you on the oceasion,
and the assertion of Col. Benton that be
had stoud by ** the ill fated owners.”

I have now repelled all the charges, in-
tended 1o shake your confidence in my fidel-
ity to you, in reference 1o the most vital of
all subjects to the South. I have shown
that they all rest either on statemenis that
are utterly [lalse, or conclusions that are
cntirely erroneous or inconclusive. [ have
alsu shown, that Col, Benton has involved
himscll at every step, in false statements,
coutralictions, iuconsistency and absurdi-
tiea. I will not say, that he made his
charges kuowing them to be false; for
thit would brand him as a base calunnia-
tor and slanderer 5 but I will say he ought
tv have known they were. [t may be,
however, that he was oo much blinded by
his passions aud prejudice or lacked the
diserimiuation to perceive they were.

I have passcd over all that wag directed
Hgaingdt me persaatty; ond TOL INIENTET W
impench my fidelity 1o you and your
caugo ; because it did not fall within the
reasnus, which induced me to notice him
at all. I have also passed over the torrent
of ahuse, he has poured out against me;
not wunly for the smine reason, but beeauvse
I deem it beneath my notice. He doubt-
less thinks differemily, and regards i, as the
linest portion of his speech; for he has
uscil expressions, which prety clearly in-
indicate, that he anticipates, it will raise
him-to the level of 1he grear Athenian ora-
tor, [ur indignant denunciation. lle mis-
takes his fate.  He will be forunate,
shoulid -he eseape sinking to the level of
Tiiersites. e seems, not 1o apprehend,
that the dilference is wide between the in-
dignuant eloquence of patriotism amd truth
aml scurrilous defamation. [ also pose
over his auaek on the Southern Address ;
huciuse it has been ton zenerally read, and
is o well understond, by you for him 10
do any mischiel’ by assailing ir. The
wounder is, that he shoull venture 10 make
an aitack iu open day light.  The remote
twilight region of the past, lying between
truth and fetion best suils his taste and
genius, -

Pussing all these by, I am brought te
where Lie throws ofl his disguise, and en-
ters the camp of the enemy and openly
proclaiming himsell an abolitionist, en-
dorses all their doctrines, and- steps forth
as tlreir champion,  In that character, he
assmwes a dielatorial air, and pronounces
that it is absurd to deny the power of
Cangress to legislate as it pleases, on the
sulject of slavery in the territories ; tha
it has exercised the power from the foun-
dation without being questigped, until I in-
trodueed my resvlutions ; that slavery is
Ineal in its character ; that it must be crea-
ted by law, and cannnt be earried an inch
beyoud the limits ol the Siate that enact-
cil ity that slaves cannot be earried into
New Mexieo .or California, because the
Mexican Inws abolished slavery there and
are sull in furce, and concludes, that it is
a mere abstract question of no importance,
beeause tho people there, and especially
the foreigners, are opposed 1o it and will
not permit ¥ou to emigrate into the territo-
ry with your slaves.

I do not propose to euler into a formal
repetition of Assertions so ostentatiously
pronounced. Iiis not necessary. They
w ere the same that were put forth and re-
lied on by those opposed 1o you in the
discussion on the Oregon territorial bill
during the session preceding the Iast ; aml
which were then fully met and refuted by
me aund others, who took your side of the
question.  What [ now propose is a very
summary and brief notice of those several
asserlivns. :

I begin with that which asserts, that
Congress has the power to do as it pleases
apon the subject of slavery in the territn-
ries. I deny the asseriion and maintain
that Congress has no such power over
slavery there or elsewhere, or over any
other subject. [ deny that Congress has
any absolute power whatever ; or that it
has any of any description except such as
are specifically deiegated, or that are ne-
cessary and proper to earry them inio ex-
ccution. I maimain, that all its powers
arc delegated and Irust powers, and not
positive and absolute, and that all of the
lavter  deseription belongs exelusively 1o

refercnce to this suliject by thonegomias *the people of the several States iu their
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sovereign character. 1 also hold, that
Congress is but their representative and
trustee, and that in earrying into exccution
its powers, it canuot rightfully exercise
any inconsistent with tho nature and ohs
jeet of the trust, or with the character of
the party who created the trust, and for
whose benefit it wasereated, 1 finally hold
that instead of having the absolute power
over the territories of duing as it plenses,
that Congress, is restrained by all these
limitations, and that its power to exclude
you from emigrating with your slaves in-
lo them, cannot bo maintained without d_r.'-
nying that ours is a government uf specif-
ic powers; that it is a Governmeut of
which States and not individuals are the
constituemts, and that Congress hiolds its
powers as delegated and frust powers.—
Norcan it be maintained, without assu-
ming that ours is a consolidated Govern-
ment, and holds its powers ahsolutely in i
own sovereign right of doiug as it pleases.

I also deny the truth of his next asser-
tion, that it has exercised the power over
the territories as it pleased, withaut being
questioned until I introduced my resolu<
tions. | maintain on tne contrary, that
such power never was exercised by Con-
zress, until he aml his associales passcd
the Oregon territorial bill. That was the
first bill countaining the Wilmot Proviso,
that ever passed, as has been siated—pass-
ed solely to assert the ahsolute right of
doing s it pleases.  All others, including |
the ordinauces of 1787 werc passed as
compromises which waived the question
ol power, as has been frequently shown.—
Noris his assertion more correct, that the
power never was questioned, uniil the in«
troduction of my resolutions. It was
questioned from the start, beginning with
the ordinance of 1787, Mr. Madlison pro-
nounced that it was adopted without a
shadow of right. Since then, it has been
acquiesced in not as a right, but as a com-
promisc until the North refused all com-
promise, and forced the South o siand on
us righis, where it should have stood from
the first.

The ncxt assertion that slavery is local
in its character; that it musi be enacied
by law, and cannot he earried an inch be-
yond the limits of the Siate, that enacied
it 19 equally unmaintainable. Itis clear
thatin making it, he intended tv allirm,
that in these respects, properly in slaves
stands on very different ground from every
vther deseription of property.

1 denv tha fact,and maintain that there is no
distinction between it and other property, in
that respect, It no more requires to be enacted
by law, or to express it ||mm_spuci!'irsully—-:u
lave a positive enactment for its origin, than
property in land or any thing else.  T'he rela-
tion of master and slave was. one of the first
uned most_universal forms in which property
existed. It iz so ancient, thatthere is no record
ol itsorigin. I1'is probably more ancient than
separate and distinct propesty in lunds, and
quite as ensily defended on abstract principles,
So far from being ereated by positive enact.
ment; 1 know of ne instance. in which it ever
was, or 1o cxpress it more accurately in which
it had its origin in acts of legislaures, It isnl-
ways older, ﬁmn the Inws which 11?!('3!1“'{0 to
regnlate it, and sueh s the case with slavery,
aa it exists with us.  They were for the most
Eslrl slaves in Africa, they were bonght as
ives; bronght hera na slaves, sold liere nn
sluves, an hield as slaves, long before any enacte
ment made them slaves.  Leven doubt, wheth-
er there is a single State in the Somh, thatever
enncted thew!tn be sluves. Thereare hundreds
of nets that recagnise and regulate them s suel,
Lut aone, | apprehend that nndertike to creme
them slavos.  Master and slaves are constanly
regnrded as pre-existing relutions, =

Nor is it any more local in its eharacter, than
aother property. The laws ol all eonntries in
reference to every thing, including property of
every kind, are focal nnd eannot go an ineh he-
yond the limits to which the aunthority of (he
conntry extends. In euse of jproperty of every
description, il it pusses beyond the anthoniy of
the country where it is, into another, where the
same description of’ thinga are regarded as pro-
perly, it enntinnes Lo be so there, but becomes
subject to the laws and regulations of the place
inreference o such property,  Dot, iF it be
prohibited, us property, in the eonntry into
whioh it passes, it censes o be so, nnlegs it lins
been foreed in, under cireumstanees which
placed it under the protection of internaionnl
laws.  Thua, oue and the same principle apply
in this respect to all property 5 m things anis
mate or inanimate, and rativnal or iredtional,
There can be no exeeplion; as property every
where, and of every kinil, is subjeet 1o the con-
trol of the country.  Thus fur, § hold that there
can be no reasonzible donbt.

Nor ean there be any, that the same prinei-
ple applies between the several Statesin onr
rystem of government.  Slaves or any othe
property carried into n State ;where itis also
property, continues sull tobe so; but il into one,
where it is prohibited, it ceases to be property.
T'his is admitted too, by all. Tt s alss adinitted
by all, that the general government cannot
overrnle the laws of 1 State, as ta swhat sliall or
shall not be property, within the limits of its
authority. The only question then is, what is
the power of the general zovernment avhere its
authority extends beyond the limits of the an-
thority of the States, regarded in their separuic
and individual character 7 or to make it more
specific; cun it determine what shall, or shall
not be property in the territories, or wherever
else its authority exiends, bheyond thm of
of states separstely? or to muke it still
more so, can it establish slavery in the territo-
ries 7 can it enact a law providing that any
negro or mulntto fund in the territories of 1he
United States shall ve a slaye and be liable 10
be seized and treated as such by whoever mny
choose to do snl iAccording'to Col. Benton's
doctrine that Gonaress may legislate ns it plen..
ses, upon the subject of slavery in the territo-
ries, it would have the power, but I donbt
whetlier there is anether individual, who wonla
azree with him, But, if'it as not the power to
estiblish slavery in the territories, how can it
have the power toabolish it? The eneis the
counterpart of the other, and where is Jihe pro-
Vizion of the constitation to be found which aus
thorizea the one and forbids the oiher?

The same question may bo propounded as
to public and  private vessels belonging to the
Unitod States and ;their cilizens on the high
scasi for the principle, which applies to the
territories, equnlly applies to them, and to all
places, to which the authority of the zeneral
government extends, beyond the states regard-
ed separately. '

Itis, indeed, n grent misconception of the
character and object of the general government,
to suppnsa that it has the power either to estub-
Lish or abolish elavery, or any other property.
where ils authority extends beyond the limits of
the States regarded individually. Its anthority
is but the united and joint authority of the seve-
ral States, conferred upon (it by a constitution,
adopted on mutaal agreement, but by the sepa-
rate act of ench State, in like mamier in cvery
re:l‘)et:l. as each adopted its separate constitntion
with the single exception, that one was adopted
withaut, aned the other o muncnal agreement off
all the States.  Tuis then, in faet, the eanstim.
tion of cach State, as mnch o ns its own sepi-
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the constitntion made the general . govermeant,
it ton 13, in like manuer, s mneh the govern-
ment of each stnle as iz own separale govera-
ment, and only the goverinirent ol all, heeanse
itis the government o each,  So likewise are
its laws, and Tor the same reason, D anthority,
then, is bt the noited and empmon anthinrity of
the severnl states, delegated by enchto be exs
ereismd fur the mntual benetit of each ana all,
and for the greater seenrity of the rights and
interest of each wml nll. Tt was for that purs
pose, the states united in a Gaderal vntion, and
ndopted 1 common constitmtion and gzovern-
ment.—With the sume view, they conlerred
upon the government whatever pewer it has
ol resnlating and protecting, what appertained
to their exterior relutions among  themselves
with the rest ol the womld: Fach, in briel,
agreed with the others, to unite their joint ans
thority and pawer to protect the salety and
rights and promote the interest ol each by their
united power. -

Sueh is elearly the charncter and ohjeet of
the general government, amd of the anthoity
and power eonferred on it lis power and an.
thority, having lor its ohjuect l]}u mure parfect
protection sl promotion ol the salety and
rights of each and all, it is bonml to proteet hy
their nnited power the safely, the nights, the
property, aml the interests of the citizens of all
wherever ity anthority extends. "That was the
abjeet for conferring whatever power and an-
thority it has, and it it fail« to fullil that, it fails
to perform the duty for which it was ereated.
It is enough for it to know, that it is the right,
interest, or property ol a citizen of one ol the
Stales, 1o make it it duty 1o protect it when-
aver it comes within the sphere of its anthority;
whether in the territories, or on the high seas,
or anywhere else. Its power and authority
were conferred on i, not o estblish or to
abolish property, or righis o' any deseription,
bt to protect them.  T'o establish o abolish
belovzs to the States, in their separale sovere:
izn capacity—the capacity in which they ercateid
botly the genernl and their separate state gov-
ernmems. It wonld be, then, a total and gross
perversion of its power and anthority to use
them to establish ar abolish slavery or any other
property of the citizens of the U. States, in the
territories, Al the power it has, in that res-
peet, is o reengnize as property there, what-
ever is recogniztdd as snch by the authority of
any one of the states, (its own being bt the
united anthority ol each nnd all of the States )
aud to adopt sneh Inwa for its regulation and
proteetion as the state of the ease may require,
Nor is theretholslightest danger, that the recog -
nition of the property of eitizens ol ench and all
the stales within the territorics, wonll turn
them into a habel, as Gol. Benton countemls.
All may co-exist withont conflict or eonlusion,
by observing the plain and simple rule of duty
and justice.

There is another ervor akin “to this, ‘that the
Mexican law abolishing slavery iz still in force
in New Mexico and Culifornia when not a

article of its anthority or sovereiznty remmning
in either,  Their conuest by us and the wreaty
that followed extinguished the whole, and with
it, annulled all her Taws applicalle to them, ex»
cept those relnting to such rights of property
and relations between individuals, as nmy be
necessary to prevent anarchy ; and even these
are contiuned only by sufferanes and on the
implied awthority of the conquering conntry and
not the authority of the conqured, and only from
the necnssity of the case.  Her laws abolish
slayery. are not embraced in the exception;
and il it were, it would be tken out of 1, a3
the nssent of Congress could not be implied to
continue a law, which it had nv right to cs-
tabilish. X

Butstlll higher gronnd may betaken. The
mmnent the territory beeame vurs, the eonstitn-
tion pisses over aml eovers the whole with al)
it provisions, which, from their naturejarve aps
plieahle 1o terriories, earrying with it, the joint
sovereignty nml authmity of exch and all the
states ol the Union, and sweeping away every
Mexican law, incompinible with the rights, pro-
perty, and relations, belonging o the citizens of
the United States, without rexard to what state
they belong, or whether it be situated in the
northern or southern section of' the Union.
"T'he citizens of all have equal rights of protec-
tion in their property, relutions and person in
the common terntories of ench and all the states
The same power, that swept away all the laws
ol Mexico, which mads the Gutholie religion,
the exclusive religion ol the conntry, and which
letin the religion of all deneminations, which
swept awiy all the laws prolibiting the intro-
duction ol'pro,:cn_y ol almest every description.
some absolutely and othersnuider the condition
of paying duties, and letting thom in duty free
until otherwise provided for, swept that which
abolished shivery, awd let in property in slaves.
No distinetion ean be mude between it and any
other deseription ol property or thing consis~
wntly with the constitution and  the  equal
rights of the several states of the union and
their eitizens.

Bt wa are told by Col. Benton, that the
guestion has beeome o mere absuaetion ‘ol no
importance s that lew have gone into either
territory, exeept citizens of the north and fors
cigners; and that they are all opposed to us
What insult!  What ? tannt us by telling us
we cannot ge inty them, because foreigners
amd others have heen let in freely, and we kept
out by the threat of confiscating our property
by himsell and his associntes, have become
sulliciemly nnmerous to keep us ont, withont
e intervention of Congress to aid them ! e
kuew that “property is imid” and conld be
keptont by threats, and that to keep us wint
for ashort time was one of the ways to exelude
us nkimately.  What a commant on the equity
and justice of the govermment, that we, who
have =0 freely spent one blood and treasnre to
conguer the country, should be excluded from all
its benefits, while it is keft open for the use nnd

he ennmerates with snch zest, us the ellicient
means of our exclusion.  [s there another in-
stance of anch au ontrage o be fonud in the
history of any other zovernment that ever ex
isted ?

Eis avowal of the doctrines of the abelition-
ists, will have an eflvet, he litle suspected,
when he mvde it. 1t furnishes ample evidence
to show that he nsed deception in assigning
his reasons for declinmygz o obey the instrue~
tions of his legislatnre.  Ivwill be remembered ,
e offered as his ressons, that their resolutions
instrieting him were borrowed from mine, nnd
that mime were introduced for disunion purpo-
ses, nmd that there was no difference between
them, except that mine aimed directly at dis-
ution, and theirs nltimately at the sume thing.
e added in eflect, that his devotion 1o the
Union'wanld not permit him, 1o vote for resalis
tions so deeply tninted with disunivn.—1hat
was at the commeicement of his speech. We
now have in its conclusion, eonclusive evi-
dence from himsell, that all this was 0 mere
Jeteh, n stratazem to conceal lus real motive lor
declining to obey them.  His real motive, as it
now appears was that he could not vote for
them nmderany cireumstances, for how conld
an abolitiomst as he avowed himsell o be, pos-
xibly obey resolutions, whioh aie utterly at va-
rinnee with their doctrines. T'o obey would
have involved him in palpable contradiction, so
much so, that it could not fuil o prostrate, and
to overwheln him  with shame il ha is not to
shame invalnerahln. This he saw, and that he
had an alteruative left, but to resign or disobey.
He determined in favor of the kiiter; bt this
ol itself, diid not relieve him of his dilemma,
He knew well, that it wonld defeat his ohject
tn eome ont boldly, and say that he had abjured
his tormer ereed and adopted that ol the aboli-
tionista.  And hence, he was foreed o adopt
some other expedient; and for that prrpose,
adopted the miserable pretext of slanderonsly

rate constitntion, amd is only the coustitunion
ol all the States, because it is that of cach, As

charging me and my resolutions aud his own

eujoyment of all that rabble of foreigners, whicl’

I ihtnre s theie resalitions with disunion,
amd olf as=igudine that ns his renson for not
obieyma them, when he knew that bis pusition
made it impos<ihle for him to obey them: By
thase zre ant the only sesolutinng alupied by
the: Legislatnre of his State 1o instriret him,—
The previons Legisluure adopied iwo  others,
of whit:h he says, that they tenly express the
sense of the State, and that he obeyed them,
not ouly in their letter, but spirit. They are in)
te following wonls:

“Resolved, ‘I'iat the peace, permanency
and wellare of our aational Union depead npuny
a strict adherenee to the letter and spirit of |hg'
Sth seetion of the aet of Congress of the Unie
Stales, entitlad, -tan act o anthorize the peaple
of the Miszonri territory 1o form a constitution
sind State goveriment for the admission of such
State into the Union on an equal footing witl)
the original States. and o prohibit slavery in
cerlain wrritories;” approved Mareh Gih 1820,

*Resolved, That our Senatora in the Gons
gress of the: United States nre: herely instructed,
aml onr representatives requested to vote il
aecordance with the provisions and the spirit of
the snid Sih section of the said aet, in all thd
questions which may come before them in relid-
uon to the organization of new territories of
States, ont of the territory now belonging td
the United States, or which hereafter may b
acyuired vither by purchase, by treaty, or by
congiest,”

1tis proper to observe, that the 8ih section td
which they refer containg the Missonri coms
promise, which established 36. 30 , ns the divi-
ding line between the slave-holding and non-
slaveholding States, denivn between the west:
crn bonnduary ol the State of Misonri and the
western bowmlary of Louisinann. These reso-
lutinns he says lie obeyed, in letier and spirit,
when in fact he flygranily violated them, by his
vate for the Oregon tenitorial bill, prohibiting
slavery in that wervitory, without any compro-
mise unnexed; and that too to assert, the prin-
ciple of unlitited power of Gongress aver the.
ternituries, and in open defi of all T
mise.  Lle ealls that bil kis proviso, and well
Iz may, for he passed it, when it was in his
power todeletit. A very few remarks will
snifice to show that Thive not expressed myself
stronger than truth warrants,

I'he lirst residntion nsseris “that the peace,
barmony, and wellire of onr national Union
depends upon a strict adherence 1o the letter
and epiritol the Missouri enmpromise, and the
last instructs their Senators and representatives
lo vote in accordance with its firovisions and
spirit in all questions which mny come up before
thein in reletion tu the orsanization of new terri-
tories or Statvs. out of territories now belonging
to the United States, or which hereafier may
be acquired.” No instruction could be more
full or explicit, or assizn stronger motives for
obeymg them, especially to one professing so
areat adevotion to the Union. There is ne
misteking the meaning, . He is .instrocted 1o
vote for all bills in reference to the territortes
which may conform to the letter and spitit off
the Missouri compromise, and against ulf that
do not, that is, to vote for ull thut etiend the
line westward from its terminus on the western
boundary of Texas, for that is its letter; and to
seeure to the Sonth that portion of the terri
Iying on the Sonthern side of the Jina,
tally as that eomprowmise did in facty
territory which Iny on its sonthern si
vote aguiust all bills, that did nat,3
meant by its spirit.  There was
putin “spirit,” for it was nnder
the doetrine bezan to be brou
of Mexico abohshing slay
in foree, unless they werl
vented by some e fTectnaly
remarks can imake hi;
and he now siands co!
the instructions ol
himself praises, an
pretend to chinrge w,
I notice in the pros
tinn, that Col. Be
tude to confonnd th
all other comprom
Wilmot Proviso.
desire 1o screen himselFd
ing voted for the Wiling
inz it with other meas
offinsive; but [snill, thats]
more powerful reason, which'w
el in the sequel.  The reason W
himsell, if possible, ngninsi the ch_
ting instructions, which be acknowlbes
above exception. 11 he conld possibly
that the Missonri compromise and
Proviso were identieal, as he 'would have
constituents beligve, 10 obey the one would
1o obey the other,
impossible, and thns he is left, withont the’possi-
bility of escaping the charge of disoleyime
them,

With a few additional remarks, [
this long eonumunication.

Gol. Benton assigns devotion to the Union
as his motive for taking the conrse he has;
and by implication, eharges yonrs, as being the
side ol disunion, and his amimd the abolirionist’s
that of un‘er. b thig, he but follows the ex~
wnple of all who lave betrayed yon; or ine
tentl 1o betray yon, It is so common, that it
has become untorions, that a strong profession
of attachment 1o the Union and esndemnation
of what is ealled the violence and ultraizm of
the Sonth, accompanied by a volley of abnse
ol we, and the absence of all censme or, con~
demnation of your assailants me certain signs,
that he who untters them s ready to seize the
first opportunity to desert your canse.,

To these rigns way be added another—an
appeal to that portion of the larewell address
ol the Father of his country, quoted by Col,
Benton, nnder cirenmstinees which make its
application apply to yon, and not to those who
assail you. I respond toevery word it contains,
with o hearty umen. It is indeed deeply to be
deplored, that parties shonld be designated by
geageaphical position, nnd 1 regard whatever
party ot individnal may have caused #, as de-
serving of public reprobation. Bt 1o avoid
geographival desiznation of pariies, itis indis
penzable that each section of the Union, shonld
respect the rights of the others and curefull
abstain from vielating them. Unless that 18
done, it will be impossible to avuid it—aggres.
sion will, and onght to lead to resistince on the
part of those whose rights are trampled npon
and safely endaugered.  Scctional assanlt on
one side nud sectional resistance on the other,
cannot fiil to lead o sectional designadion of
partics,  The blame aud responsibility rightful-
Iy falls on the section that assaila, and not that
which repels assanlis.  Which that min the
present case; admits of no doubt.  The Souih
has been on the delfensive thronghout, and
horne for a long series of years, indignities and
encenachments on ity rights and anﬁ:[y with
paticnce unexampled, and yet she is bagely
charzed with disnnion, and the North landed as
s advacate. We must learn to disregard such
unfonnded and unjnst charges, and manfully
do onr duty, to ¢ave both the Union and cur-
selves, il’ it can be done consistently with onr
equality and safety ; and i not, to save onr-
seives atall events.  In doing s0 we shonll but
follow the exnmple ol onr Washington in the
great simgzle, which served the nnmon between
the colanies and the mother counay. Ile was
ardently aitnehied o that Union, struggled hard
to preserve it by resisting the encroachments of
Parlinment ou the old and established rights and
privileges of the ‘colonies, but the folly “and in-
fatuation of Parliament, and the. vile machina-
tions of tories among onrsulvea, renderesd all his
‘ellorts and thase of the patriots, of his day,nns
availing.  The world knows the ernsequence,
My sincere prayer is, that those \\‘h? are ei-
croaching on onr rights—rizhts essential to our
safety, aml more solemnly guarentied than theso
ol the evlonies, may, as well {or their sakes as
o, prafithy the example,

JONIN €. CALIIOUN,
Forr L, July Sib, 1840,

shall clozo

But I have shown thnt was
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