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an active part to defeat the treaty:of annexa.

=i iafed by me onthe part of the United
m%n?;i? lhn% ?t' %:lfl:ﬁlgd no pro-
visions that countenanced ll_m:ub‘inl'rliun of slave-
fyin _ahy portion of Texas.. I was strongly
&&ﬁfnﬂe negotiation 1a insert a provis-
«iewto ‘extend the Missoori -compromise line
Mﬁfds 10 its western boundary, and was
wauformed tbat it would-aid in securing a consti-
““tutional ‘majority in the Scnate, in its favor.
“T peremptorily refised. Mo “knows that he
offered & proposition ‘ta’aholish it in one half of
“thé whole of ‘fexas, “and thnt by a line, not
drawn east and' west; but north and south, so as
. it the Soiith on all sides; by surrounding
Ber. with_abolition States. He also knows,

‘that his friend and ‘snpporter on the occasion,
_':ﬁ;ﬁ;ﬁfa.riﬁof North Carolina, weut still
ot r,.and offered resolutions to extend the
*‘uﬁngéi'bﬁms, not only over all of Texas,
t even all the Territories lying west of

5 Avkansas' and - Missouti, and south of 36 30,
“With however a proviso excepting the portion
\gé‘nu lying south of a line drawn east and

“ “svéstin the S4th degree of parallel of latitude.
“Thé presumption is strong that in offering his

¢ pesolution, he acted with his friend Col. Benton,
‘46" ‘whose cotrse he adhered on tho Texas
“queStion. But, be that as it may, certain it is
sat-mute. He raised no voice of indignation

¥ainst a measure which proposed to exclude
slavery forever from that very region, which he
charges me with having given away to the
Tadians,and losing it to the South. As bad as
the ﬁicjt of Mr. Adams and Gen. Jackson
may b in réference to that region, they did not
e_x_cluaf.';ﬁa'gry: "The Indians, who occupy it;
‘dré slaveholders, and having an interest in

: _with you, may be regarded as faithful
%fﬁal vital question. The resolutions

'I;a friend Mr. Hayward were designed to
é}:’ﬁﬁp{ this advantage ; and yet Colonel
.Benton now raises his voice in loud denuncia-
tion against me upon the fulse charge of giving
‘awliy-1h8 torritory” to the Indians, while he

ved; at lenst” by his silence, of excluding
antirely from the ferritory, and one half
Fexas to boot, and to extend the principle of

Wg‘_n‘ée of ’87 over the whole, inclnding

Iexas and the tcrritories. So much for his
“dwrposition, in reference to the subject of the
sl oot g
[b'now remains to show that it ie, like all his

i charges, destitute of foundation. He

ues Bt charge that T abolished slavery in Tex-
g%, on the fact thal I was then Secretary of
e, u:i that 1 selected the resolution, as it
jed_the House of Representatives, instead
mendment originally propesed by him,

s 'on which to annex Texas. Thus
‘bas departed Irom his usual rule and
d fcts correctly. [ shun no responoibility.
i willingto take the whole on this occasion;
it isdue to the President and the members

dministration to say—they were unani-
in fayor of the selection made. I not only
lected it, but wignedug reasons for making
i} a desparteh to onr then Minister to ‘Texas,

“Donaldson. [ assigned them becaute I

lﬁﬁiﬂ%ﬂjhu there would be an attempt to
‘abdo whit was done, after the expiration of Mr.
administration. This I was resolved
> prevent; Dy stating reasons for the selection
ufd wot be overruled. The attempt, as |
cled, was made, and the late President
jiice been arraigned before the public by
Wwo friends and associates of Col. Benton,
(Blair and Tappan,) because he could not be
rsed to overrule what his predecessor had
. “I'he following is an extract from the
despatch :
«1t is not deemed necessary to state at large
the nds on which his decision rasts.  (The

i

n,

Président.) It will be sufficient to slate,

%ﬂm}_lhe provisions of the resolution, as
ot

ffom the House, are more simple in

air character, may he more readily, and with
, difficulty and expense, carried into effect,
Lthat the great object contemplated by them
much less exposed to the hazard of ultimate
tthey are more simple in their character,
ory” faw remarks will suffice to show.—
§eording to the resolution as it came from the
188, nothing more is necessary than that the
.of Tezas should be called together,
Jtscansent given o the provisions contained in
4ty dodd the adoption of a constitution by the peo.
“#h *€envéntion, to he submitted to the

“Eoligréss of the United States for its approval,
:’\M

“#he same “manner as when one of our own
admitted as a State. On the con-
rding to the rovisions of the Senate’s
, ment,- the :Congress of Texas must, in
‘like manner, be convened, it must then go
“through the slow and troublesome process of
carving a State out of a part of its territory ;
rotirds it mnst appoint agents or _commis.
o8 _r_:__'lo'mae_l similar agents or commissinners,
1o be appointed on our part, to discuss and agree
on the terms and conditions on which the State
shall” be -admitted, and the cession of the re.
maining terrilory to the United States; and
“after all this, and not before, the people of the
said State must call a convention, frame a
“gonstitution, ‘and ‘then present it to the Con-

fories is

“greis of the United States for its approval, but |

“which cannot be acted on, until the terms
agreed, upon by the negotiators, and which
_constilute the conditions on which the State is
‘to-be admitted, shall have been ratified.
%" _That they may be more readily and with less
*diffleulty and expensa carried into effect, is
“plain from the fact, that the details are fewer
g less complex. It is obvious that the nu.
rous_and complicated provisions contained
in 4be amendment of the Senate, must involve
much time and difficulty in their execution ;—
/while-as to the expense, the appropriation of
$100,000 provided for by it, is a clear additional
cost; over and ahove that attendant on tne
execution of tha resnlution of the House.
" "Bt the decisive ohjection to the amendment
“of the Senate is, that it would endanger the
ultimate success of the measure. It proposes to
fix by negotiation between the Governments of
‘the United States, and Texas, the terms and
conditions on which the State shall be admitted
into our Union, aud the cession of the remaining
territory to the United States. Now, by what.
‘ever name the agents conducting the negotia-
tion may be known—whether they he called
commissioners, ministers, or by any other title—
the: compact agreed on hy them in hehalf of
their respective governments, would be a treaty,
whether so called or designated by some other
-name. The very meaning of atreaty is n
compact hetween independent States, lounded
on negotiation, and if* a treaty (as it clearly
would be) it must be submitted to the Senate
“for its approval, and run the hazard of receiving
e votes of two thirds of the members present ;
which could hardly be expected, if we nre to
judge from recent experience. This of itself,
48 considered by the President as a conclusive
reason for proposing the resolution ofthe House,
instead of the amenchnent of the Senalte, us the
‘Pasis of annexation.”
The above extract will place you in posses.
gion; of  the leading rcasons for making the
selection: Events prove that the selection was

judicious. * Texds was pnnexed against every
effort of open enemies and treacherous friends,
hoth here and” there, and the most strenuous
efforts to defeat it by England and France, and
by it your weak and most exposed flank was
protected against danger from without, and the
machinations of abolitionists and their abettors
at home. [t was a great victory, both for your
cause and the country, and was fult to he so at
the time, That it was due to the selection
made, [ have the highest authority. Mr. Don.
aldson, in his letter to me, after annexation was
achieved, said that any other course but thal
pursued would have defeated it.

But Col. Benton now objects that the House
resolution contained & provision to extend the
Missouri Compromise line to the western boun-
dary of Texas, and asserts that this extension
abolished slavery in the State—meaning, [ sup-
pose, that it prevented the introduction ofslaves
in the portion north of the line, when at the
time there were no seltlements or slaves, It
was not, it seems, the resolution or those who
voted for it and passed it, and among them
himself, whose vote could have defeated it, that
abulished slavery, as he calls it, butl, who
made the selection of the House resolution, in
preference to his amendment. The slightest
agency, it seems, on my part, in reference to
any measure, makes me solely responsible for
the whole. [t would he better at once for him
to take the ground, that [ only am responsible
for all the misdeeds ot the government, since |
came into public life, whether of commission or
omission. But what could 1do? 'The Presi.
dent had to act, and to selecl one or the otlier
resolutions—his or the House. The selection
was left to him* [t that of the House was
tainted by the Missouri Compromise with abo.
litionism, as he states, his resolution was much
more. deeply infected. 1 have his own words
for the assertion. He declared that his amend.
ment, as adopted by the Senate, was the same
with the strinz of resolutions he had introduced
at the preceding session, and renewed at the
then session. He also dec'ared that they were
generalized and comprised in one, to avoid
ohjections to details. One of this string of
resolutions, thus eovered under general terms,
was to divide Texas into two equal parts, by a
line drawn North and South, of which the
western part was to he suhject to the ordinance
of '87. A measure coming from a quarter so
hostile, and accompanied by such a declaration,
was justly suspected as intending mischief. Tt
was so considered, generally, by the friends of
annexation in the Senate, as was assented to
reluctantly, and only because he had a few sup-
porters; who with himself held the balance, and
refused to vote for the resolution of the House,
without the amendment. Among them, if my
memory serves me, was his friend Hayward,
who was for covering all Texas and the whole
region north of 36 30 with the ordinance of 7.
Timeo Danaos et dona ferentes.

I come now to the last of his charges; that
I abandoned the South, and left him and a few
others alone by the side of the ill-fated owners
of the Comet, Encomium, Enterprize and
Creole. He does not state by what act [ aban.
doned you, hut leaves it to be inferred from his
remarks, thut it was by voting in favor of the
Ashburton treaty, which contained no stipula.
tion in favor of the owners of those vessels. It
is & trick of his to make his charges very vague.
ly, so as to make it difficult to detect his errors
and repel his slanderous attacks. I admit that
I voted for the Ashburton treaty. [ did more,
[ deliversd a speech in ils favor, which, in the
opinion of its friends, saved il from rejection.
Its fate was doubtful. ‘T'he opposition headed
by Col. Benton was violent, and it required two
thirds to confirm the treaty. I am willing to
take whalever share of responsibility he may
think proper to allot to me for voting for it. 1
look with no little satisfaction tu my course on
the occasion, from the beliel that I rendered then
great and permanent service to the country.—
For its adoption was the first link, in that series
of causes, by which war hetween Great Britain
and us was averled. Who is there now so
blind, as not to see, that if the treaty had been
rejected, war could not have been avoided?—
‘I'ne two countries were in truth on the very
eve of a rupture, the way events were moving
at the time, without either being aware of it.
At the very next session the Oregon guestion
for the first time assumed a dangerous and men-
acing aspect. A bill was introduced immedi-
ately after its opening, which covered the whole
of that territory, the object of which was to
commence systematically the work of coloniza-
tion and settlement on our part. [ took my seat
in the Senate two or three weeks after the
commencement of the session, and found the
bill on its passage, without opposition, and ap-
parently without division of opinion, [saw the
danger to the peace of the two countries, and
that the time had come 1o take a stand to save
it. Idetermined to do my duty regardless of
consequences to myself. [ arose and opposed
it, and thereby exposed myselfl Lo the opposition
of the entire west, which was strongly in its
favor. My name then, as well as when the
Ashburton treaty was pending in the Senate,
was before the people for the highest honor in
their gifi—placed there, not by mysell, but hy
my friends. Did 1 then permit the low mative
of aimng at the Presidency, to which he at
tributes my course on the trealy, to sway me
from the path of duty ?
My stand prevented the bLill from becoming
a law, and that constituted the second link, in
the series of causes hy which we were enabled
to avert war between the two countries:  Col.
Benton then went for the hill, and was, [ Le-
lieve, for the whole of Oregon*  Had the treaty
been rejected al the preceding session, the stand
[Ttook and the resistance I made to the bill,
would have heen all in vain. It would have
passed, and the country precipitated into war;
lut as it was, lime was gained, which was all
important. The agitation, however, was kept
up about Oregon, and similar bills were intro-
duced the two succeeding sessions, which failed
by small majorities. In the meantime, nego-
! tiation was commenced and the claim to the
whole of Oregon made, ‘I'he cry was “all or
none,” and so strong was the current iu its
favor, that both parties yiclded to it in the early
part of the session. [ liad resigned my seat in
the Senate, but was re-elected a short time be-
fore the session commenced, and took my seat
several weeks afterwards, [ saw and [olt the
strength of the current, but resolved to breast
it, and save the pence of the country if possible.
It was arrested and a counter current created.
Col. Benton himself yielded to the counter
current, and delivered a specch alfter the battle
was won, in which he helabored those who
| stuck to “all or none” afier he found that they
were in a minority, It was this chain of
causes, of which the Ashburton treaty was the
| first and indispensable link which averted war,
| and hy it saved the two countries from one of
the greatest calamities which eould have hefall.
[ en them, and, I might add. the civilized world.
I shall ever remember with proud satisfaction,
that [ took a prominent load and a highly re-
sponsible part on the side of peace throughout
the whole.

I also admit, that the treaty contained no sitp-
ulations in favoriot the owners ' at {He® ¥esscls,
not any to prevent similar outrages in future.
It was an ohjection, and 1 admitled it to be so
in my speech in favor of it, mot a ‘sufficient one
to induce its rejection.  Bat, although the trea.
ty contained no stipulations to guard against
like outrages thereafter, much nevertheless,
was done in the negotiation to prevent them,
and to place the south on much nore elevated
ground in reference to the suhject, than where
it stood, when the negotiation commenced,
To understand kow much was done towards
this, a brief statement of facts, connected with
the case of those reports, is necessary.

They were all coasting vessels baving slaves
on board, and were all either stranded in their
voyage from the Atlantic ports to thote on the
Gulf on the British possessions, Bermuda and
the Bahama I-lands, or forced to put into ports
hy stress of weather to sive themselves from
shipwreck, or were carried in by rising of the
slaves and taking the vessels into port.  Their
fute was the same. The slaves were liberated,
under circunstances of more or less violence
and indignity, hy the local authority. The out-
rage was enormous, and the insult to the Amer-
ican flag great. The first occurred as early as
the year 1830, and ull under the administration
of General Jackson or Mr. Van Buren, except
the Creole. Application was made to the Ese.
cutive hy the owners for redress. Aftera

ish Government agreed 10 compensate the

but refused to make any in that of the Enter-
prise, on the ground, that the two first occur-
red before her act of abolishing sluvery had
gone into operation, and the other after it had.
‘T'he Administration (Mr. Van Buren’s) accep-
ted the compensation and acquiesced in the
refusal, in the case ot the Enterprise, without
remonstrance or protest, and thus waived our
right und admitted the absurd and dangerous
priuciple, on which the refusal was placed.

What the Administration shamefully omitted
todo, [ resolved to do through the Senate, if
possible, and with that view, and in order to
perpetuate our claim of right I moved in the
Senate, in 1840, the three following resolutions,
and succeeded in passing them by a unanimous
vote, with some slight amendment, Col. Benton
voting for them, but not standing by me, as he
says, lor he never uttered a word in_their sup-
port:

“Resolved, That a ship or vessel on the high
seas, in time of peace, engaged in a lawful voy.
age, is, according to the laws of nations, under
the exclusive jurisdiction of the State which
her flag belongs; as much so as i constituting
a part of its own domain.
 Resolved, ‘That if such ship or vessel should
be forced by stress of weather, or other unavoid
able cause, into the portol a friendly power,
she would, under the same luws, lose none of
thefrights appertaining to beron the high seas;
but on the contrary, she and her cargo und
persons on hoard, with their property, and all
the right belonging to their personal relations,
as established by the laws of the State to which
they belong, wauld be placed under the protec-
tion which the laws of nations extend to the un.
fortunate under such circumstancos. '
“Resolved, That the Brig Enterprize, which
was forced unavoidably by siress of weather
into Port Hamilton, Bermuda Island, while
ou a lawful voyage on the high seas, from one
part of the Union to another, comes within the
principle embraced in the joregoing resolutions;
and that the seizure and detention of the ne.
groes on board by the local authority of the Is-
land, was an act in violation of the laws of na-
tions, and highly unjust to our own citizens to
whom they Lelong.”

Such was the condition in which the adminis-
tration of Mr. Van Buren left these outrageous
cases. They never were hrought tothe notice
of the public, and the principle first contonded
for was surrenderad; and that maintained by
Great Britain in the case of the Enterprize ac-
quiesced in; and, of course all claiwis of compen-
sation on the part of the owners rendered hope-
less. The following admistration had nothing
to stand on, hut my resolutions and the vote of
Senate in their favor. If then “the ill fated
owners” were sacrificed, it was not by me.
Their case was rendered hapeless by the pre-
ceding administration, with which Mr. Benton
was intimately associated, and in which he ac-
quiesced; for he never raised his voice in their
favor, in the long period of ten years, during all
which time his voice might have been potential-
L turn now to explain what was done in refer.
ence to this subject by the negotiation, which
ended in the Ashbarton treaty, and how much
the South, which he accuses me as having a-
baundoned, has gained by it. For that purpose
1 insert an extract from my speech on the trea.

<

“Such was the state of the facts, when the
negoliations commenced in relerence to those
cases; and it remains now 1o be shown in what
state it has left them. In the first place, the
broad principle of the law of nations, on which
I placed our right, in my rexolutions, have been
clearly stated and conclusively vindicated in the
very able letter of the Secretzry of State, which
has strengthened our cause not a little, as well
from its intrinsic meril, as the quarter from

an explicit recognition ofthe principles fur which
we contend, in the answer of Lord Ashburton,
who expressly saysthat, #On the great general
principles, affecting this cuse,” (the Creole)
“they do not differ; und that is followed by “&n
engagement that instructions shall be given to
the Governors of her Majesty’s Colonies, on
the Southern horders of the United States to ex-
ecute their own laws with careful attention lo
the wishes of their government to maintain
good neighborhood; and there shall be no offi-
cious interference with American vessels driven
by accident or violence into their ports. The
laws and duties of hospitality shall be executed.”
This pledge was accepted by our Executive,
accompanicd by the express declaration of the
President, through the Secretary of State, that
he places his reliance on those principles of
public law which had been stated in the note
of the Secretary of State,”,

Here we have a posilive acknowledgement
of the principle, which the adininistration of
Mr. Van Buren bad abandoned and a pledge
that necessary measures would be taken to pre-
vent similar occurrences in future, and the
laws and duties of hospitality be executed. Now
when I add that all thiy, thus fir, has been faith.
fully executed, I may assort with truth that you
gnin much, far more than 1 had hoped, conside-
ring the state in which the subject had been
left by the preceding administration. So much
for the charge, that [ had abandoned you on the
occnaion, and the assertion of Col. Benton that
he had stood by “the ill fated owners.”

[ have now repelledall the chngres, intended
to shake your confidence in my fidelity to you,
in reference to the most vital of all subjects to
the South. 1 have shown that they all rest cith.
er on statements that are utterly false, or con-
clusions that are entirely erroneous or incon.

clusive. [ have also shown, that Colonel Ben-

_ﬂw

which it comes. In the next place, wo have |

ton has involved ‘himself at evéry step, in‘false
statements, contradictions, inconsistency andab.
surdities.' I will notsay, that he made his'chages
knowing them tn he false; for that would hrand
him asa hase calumniator and slanderer; but [
will say he ought to known they were. [t may
he however, that he was too much.hlinded hy
his passions and prejudice, or lacked the discrim-
ination to perceive they wore.

I have passed over allthat was directed a-
gainst me personally, and not intending to im-
peach my fidelity to you and your canse; hecause
it did not fall within the reasons, which induced
me to notice him at all. [ have also passed
over the tarrent of abuse, he has poured ont a-
gainst me; not only for the same reason hut he.
cause 1 deem it beneath my notice. He doubt
less thinks differently, and regards it, as the
finest portion of his specch; for he has used ex-
pressions, which pretty clearly indicate, that
he anticipates, it will raise him to the level of
the great Athenian orator, for indignant denun-
ciation. He mistakes his fate. He will he for.
tunate should he escape sinking to the level of
Thersites. [le scems, not to apprehend, that
the difference is wide hetween the indignant
eloquence of patriotism and truth and seurrilons
defamation.” [ also pass over his attack on the
Southern Address; because it has been too gen-
erally read, and is too well understoad, by yau.
lor him to do any mischief Ly assailiog it. "The

fe nder is, that he should venture to make an
and tame negotiation of many years,:the #Ft<Falfack in.open day light. 'The remote Lwilight
Waitregion of the past lying hetween truth and fictivo,

ers in the case of the Comet and Encomilim, [‘best suits his taste and geinus.

Passing all these by, I am brought to where
he throws ofi'his disguise, and enters the camp
of the enemy, and openly proclaiming himseli
an abolitisnist, endorses all their doctrines. aud
steps forth as their champion. In that charac.
ter, he assumesa dictatorial air, and pronounces
that it iz absurd to deny the power of Congress
1o legislate as it pleases, on the subject of sla
very in the territories; that it has exercised the
power from the foundation without heing ques.
tioned until [ introduced my resolutions; that
slavery is local in its character; that it must be
created by law, and cannot be carried an inch
lieyond the limits of the State that enacted iy
that slaves cannot be carried into New Mexico
or Californin because the Mexican laws abo
lished slavery there and are still in force, con.
cludes that it is a mere abstract question of no
importance, hecause the people there, and es-
pecially the foreigners, are opposed (o it, and
will not permit you to emigrate into the territo-
ry with yourslaves’

1 do not propose to enter into a formal repeti-
tion of assertions so oslentatiously prouounced.
It is not necessary. They were the same that
were put forth and relied on by those opposed
to you in the discussion on the Oregon territo.
rial hill, during the session preceding the lust;
and which were then fully met and refuted by
me and others, who took your side of the ques
sion.  What 1 now propose is a very sununary
and brief notice of those several assertions.

I begin with that which asserts that Congress
has the power to do as it pleases upon the sub-
ject of slavery in the territories. 1 deny the
assertion and maintain that Cougress 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 spe-
cifically delegated, or that are neceseary and
proper to carry them into execution. [ main
tain, that all its powers are delegated and trust
powers, and not positive and absolute, and that
all of the latter description belongs exclusively
to the people of the several States intheir sove.
reign churacter. I also hold that Congress is
but their representative and trustee, and that in
carrying into esecution its powers, it cannot
rightfully exercisc any incunsistent with the na-
ture and object of the trust, or with the charac.
ter of the party who created the trust, and for
whose benefit it was created. [ finally hold,
that instead ofhaving the absolute power aver
the territories, of doing as it pleases, that Con.
gress is restrained by all these limitations, and
that its power to exclude you from emigraling
with your slaves into them, cannot be miintain-
ed without denying that ours isa government
of specific powers ; that it is a government of
which States a7d not individuals are the con.
stituents, and that Congress holds its powers as
delegated und trust powers.  Nor can it be min.
tained, without assuming that ours is a consoli.
dated Governmet, and holds its powers abso-
lutely in its own sovereign right of doing as it
pleases* ;

[ also dony, the truth of his next assertion,
that it has exercised the power over tha territo-
ries, as it pleases, without heing questioned un-
til I introduced my resolutions. I maintain on
the contrary, that such power never was exer-
cised by Congress, until he and his associates,
passed the Oregon territorial bill.  That was
the first bill containg the Wilmot Proviso, that
ever passed as has heen stated—passed solely
1o assert the absolute right of doing asit pleas.
es. All others, including the ordinances of
1787 were passed as compromises which waiv:
ed the question ol power, as has heen [requent.
ly shown. Nor is his asseriion more correet,
that the power never was questioned, until the
introduction of my resolutions. It wus question.
ed from the start, beginning with the ordinance
of 1737. Mr. Madison pronounced that it was
adopied without a shadow ot right,  Since then,
it hus been acquiesced in not as a right, hut as
a compromise until the North refused all com-
promise, and forced the South to stand on its
rights, where it should have stond from the first.

‘T'he next assertion, that slavery is localin
its character ; that it must be enacted hy law,
and cannot b carried an inch heyond the limits
of the State, that enacted it, is equally nnmain-
tainable. 1t is clear that in making it, he in-
tended to affirm, that in these respects, proper-
ty in slaves stands on very different ground
from every other description of praperty.

I deny the fact and maintain that there is no
distinction hetween it and other property, in
that respect. It no more rr'qltires to he en.
acted Ly positive enactment for its origin, that
property in land or anything else. The rela.
tion of master and slave was onc of the first
and most universal forms in which property ex.
isted. It is so ancient that there is no record
ofitsorigin. It is probably more ancient than
separate and distinct property in lands, and quite
as easily defended on abstract principles.  So
far from heing created by positive enactment ;
I know of no instaece, in which it ever was, or
to express it more accurately, in which it had
its origin, in acts of legislatures: It is always
older, than the laws which undertake to regu-
late it, and such is the case with slavery, as it
exists with us. They were for the most part
slaves in Alfrica, they were bought as slaves,
brought here as slaves, used as slaves, and held
as slaves, long belore any enactment made
them slaves. [ even doubt whether there isa
single State in the South, that even enacted
them to he slaves. There are hundreds of acts
that recognize and regulate them as such, hut
none, I apprehend, that undertake to ereate
them slaves, Master and slave are constantly
regarded as pre-existing relations.

Nor i ‘it .any mioré ”csir in i} ohargcter,
than other property. “The ‘laws ofall” coun-
tries, in reference to’every thi_l_lgé_.‘ihcluding
propérty of every kind, are loeal, and'cannat go
an inch beyond the, limits o shich the anthori.
ty of the country extends. In ease of property
of every description, ifit passes beyond the au.
thority of the country where it is, into another,
where the same deseription of things are regar.
ded as property, it continues to be so there, but
hecomes subject to he laws and regulatioins of
the place in reference to such property. But
il it he prohibited as property, in the conulry
into which it passes, it ceases to be so, unless it
has been furced.in, nrder circumstances which
placed under the protection of international laws,
Thus, one and the same principle apply in this
respect to all property ; in things animate or in-
|animate, aud rational or jrrational.  There can
he 0 exceptions; nas properly every where,
and of every kind, is sulject to the control of
the authority of the country. Thus far, I hold,
that there can be no reasonable donbis.

Nor can there be any, that the same prinei-
ples applies between the several States in vur
system of government. Slaves, or any other
property carried into a State where it is also
property, continues still 1o be so ; hat il unto
one, where it is prohibited, it ceases to he pro-
perty. ‘This is admitted too, by all. It is also
admitted by all, that the general government
cunnut overrule the laws ofa State, as to what
shall or shall not Le property, within the limits
of it nithority. The ounly question then is,
what 1s the power of the general government
where its authority extends beyond the limits of
the authority of the States regarded in their sep-
arate and individual character?or to make it
more specific ; can it determine what shall or
shall not be property in the territorics or where-
ever clse its authorily extends, beyond that of
the states seperately 7 or to make it still more
so, can it establish slavery in the terrirories ?
cun itenact alaw providing that any negro or
mulatto found in the territories of the United
States shall he a slave, and be liable to he
seized, and treated as such hy whoever may
chovse to doso? According to Col. Benton's
doctrine that Congress may legislate as it
pleases, upon the subject of slavery in the terri.
tories, it wou'd have the power, but I doubt
whether, there is another individual, who would
agree with him.  But if it has not the power
to establish slavery in the territories, how can
it have the power to aholish it! ‘The one is
the connterpart of the other, and where is the
provision of the constitution tn be founded which
authorizes the one and lorbids the other!

T'he same question may be propounded as lo
public and privata vessels belonging to the
United States and their citizens on the high
sens j for the principle, which applies to the
territories, equally applies to them, "and to all
places, to which the authority of the general
government extends, beyond the states regard-
ed separately.

It is, indeed, & great misconception of the
charactr and olject of the mencral govern-
ment, to suppose that it has the power to estah-
lish or abolish slavery. or any other proporty,
where its authority extends bevond the limits of
the States regarded indiviidually, Tis authority
is but the united and joint authority of the sev.
eral States conferred upon i by a constilution,
adopted on mutual agreement, but by the
separate actof each State, in like manuer in
every respect, as each adopted itswwn separate
constitution, with the single exception, that ogg
was adopted without, and the otheromm
agreement of ull the States. Itis then, in lact,
the eonsiitution of each State, as nuch so as
its own separale constilution, and is only the
constitution of all the States, because it is that
of each. As the constitution made the general
governinent, that too ig, in like manner, as tuch
the government of each State as ils own sepa-
rate government, and only the government of
all, because it is the government of each. So
likewise are its laws, and for the same reasou.
[ts authority, then, is but the united and com
mon adthority ol the several States, deleguted
by each to be exercised for the mutual Lenefit
of each and all, and for the greater secuiily of
the rights aud interests of each and all, It was
for that purpose the States united in a federal
union, and adopted a common constituliun and
government.  With the same view, they con.
ferred upon the government whatever power it
has of reguating and protecting what apper.
tained to their esterior relations among them.
selves and with the rest of the world.  Each,
in brief, ugrt-ed with the otkers, to uuite their
joint authority and power to protect the safety
and rights and promote the interest of each by
their united power.

Such is clearly the character and object of the
goneral government, and of the authority and
power conferredon it.  ltspower ana authority,
having for its object, the more perfect protection
and promotion of the safety and rights ol each
and all, it is bound to protect by their united
power the safety, the rights, the property, and
the interest of the citizens of all, wherever its
authority extends. That was the ohject for
conferring whatever power and authority it has,
and il it fails w fullil that, it fuils to perform the
daty for which it was created. Itis enough for
it to knnw, that it is the right, interest, or pro-
perty of a citizen of one of the States, to mako
it its duty to protect it whenever it comes with-
in the sphere of its authority ; whether in the
territories, ar on the high seas, or anywhere
else. Its power and authority were couferred
on it, not to ostablish or to abolish property, or
rights of any description, but to protect them.
‘T'o establish or abolish belongs to the Stales, in
their separate soveroign capacity—the capacity
in which they created both the general and
their separate State govornments. [t would be,
then, a total and gross perversion of its power
and authority to use them to establish or abol.
ish slavery or any other property of the citizens
of the United States in the territories. All
the power it has, in that respecl, is to recognise
as property there, whatever is recognised as
such by the authority of any one of the States,
(its own being but the united authority of cach
and all of the States,) and to adopt such laws
for its regulation and protection as the state of
the case may require. Nor is there the slight.
est danger, that the recognition of the property
of citizens of each and all the States within the
territories, wonld turn them into a halel, as Col.
Benton contends. All may co-exist without
conflict or confusion, by observing the plain and
simple rule of duty and justice.

There is another error akin to this, that the
Mexican law abolishing slavery is still in force
in New Mexico and California, when not a par.
ticle of its authority or sovereignty remains in
either. ‘Their conquest hy us and the treaty
that fullowed extinguished the whole, and with
it annulled all her luwa applicable to them, ex.
cept those relating to such rights of property
and relations between individuals as may be
necessary to prevént anarchy ; @nd cven these
are continued only by sufferance and on the
implied authority of the conquering country and
not the authority of the conguered, and only from
the necessily of the case.” [fer laws abolish-

ing slavery are not embraced inthe cxception ;

“which he-enumerates wil

| andéif it were, it wouldVie filied” 0B of 31, b
the’askent of Congress could ‘ntt ‘be iniplied to
confinue a law which it had no ﬁﬁ!'td"nﬂm.
But sti)] bigher gronnd may be taken, = The
mamnent. the lerritory. became ours; 1l io
tution passes over and covers:thew, y
all its provisions, which from their natunesare
applicable to territories, carrying < withiitahe

joint sovercignty and authoriry of ege ‘.'li.ﬂ:ill
the States af 1he Union. ahd“Fwerping away
every Mexican law, incompatible "W E'" h
rights, property, and relations, helonging ic
citizens of the United States, without. reg
what state they belong,-or, whether it be sitsn-
ted in the northern or scuthern -sectionsaf the
Union. The citizens-of all have equil-rights
of protection in their ‘poperty ‘rélationts ‘and
persons in the common territories of eachi afid
all the states, The same power, fﬁq_ ;."r’pl
away all the law of Muxico, which made th
Catholic religion the exclusive reliziop. .of the
country, and which let in'the weligion-of alkde-
nominations, which swept away- the livs pro-
hibiting the 'introduction “of proper y-ofulmsig
every description, some ahsolitely and siise
under the condition of paying duties, Sne
them in duty free tntil otherwiee pro¥
swept that which abolished siavesy, and
property in slaves. . No distinetion.can hemude
hetween it and any other deseription of prupesty
or thing consistently with the-‘constitutienmsind
the equal rights of ‘the severulostates

union and their citizens,
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‘But we are_told by Col. Benfon;
question has, hecome . mere abstras

importance ; that few have gone
territory, except - citizens of:the:

eigners ; and that they  are all oppmed. lous-

What insult¥"What Ttaunt us Ly Telingais
canmot go into'thém hecanse 'ﬁﬁ::f'm
others who havé hieen Téfin f'h, we' Ky
out hy the threat of confiscaling odr prapey
by himsell and his_associates,. have_h
sufficiently numerons to keep.us out sithom
intervention of Congress togidbem! Hplnaw
that* property i. timid” and could belkdptontiby
threats, and that'to keep usoutfnrasshnntitine

was one of the’ ways 1o éxclude u
What a comment on the equity” and.
the government, that we, who haxe’;
spent our, bload and treasure 19 .
the country, should he excluded,
Lenefits, . while: it . is left. open,-dos
and enjuyment of allthatirabble:af fu

suct e,

cient ineans of our exclusi
instance of stich an a '
history of any other” gorérom
isted 7 e
His avowal of the doctrines.of, the abolitia
will have an effect. be liu',e:!ﬁs, lien, b
made it. It furnishes ample evideunce 10 show
he used degeplion_m,gmquing,hiaf'
clining lo obey the instructions ol his e
It will be remembered, he offered .as 4
that their resolutions instructing.him, wez
ed from ming, aud that mine: were -itrg
digunion purpuses, and thalthere was oAl
between themn, except that mine aimed dip
disurion, and tl.eirs pltimately al.the same Ui
He added in effect, that his devotion, tojthe 0
would not permit him. to vote for regolntion
deeply taited with disunion., -That. wassapethe
commencement.of his speech. . We naw . baves
its conclusion conclusive, evidence from..himse
that all this was a mere felch, asiratagem to.cg
ceal his real motive for decliningto-gbey
His rcal mative, as it now-appears, wag. S
could not vo'e for them.under. any circumstant
tor how cenld an abolitionist, amhem'ﬂ.
1o be,possibly vbey resolutiuns which are utterly

at variwice with their doetrines? T\
have involved him in_palpable ﬁh&m
much so that it could vor, fai ate.an
overwhe!m him with shame, ’;Eemnot :
invulnerable. This be.saw, and that he hadn
alternative lefr, but to resigu or.disobey. He de-
termined in fa¥ar of the iatter; but this of i
not relieve” him*of his dijemma.’ iﬁw
that it ‘would defeat nis objéct t&’éaﬁﬁ’&t"hﬂlﬂ#
and say that he'had ‘abjured his “furmer
adnpted 1hatofthe abolkivnists. | Andhenve’
torced to adopt some other Tﬂniﬁ and fop.
purpose, adopted the misetgble pretext gf
ously charging me and mf-"‘@-l"v‘iﬁﬂb i
legislature and their resolutio wu.h._d{gin' ang
of assizning that as his Tedsoir for not obeyis
them, when he knew that his'poskjon made it oy
possible for him to abey thord. “'Box thesd"ré
the only resolutions adopted by this: agrigtairess
his State to +nstruct him. . -The:previoux Degishe-
ture adopted two others; of which he:saga ;
truly express the ense of the State,-andst]
obeyed them, not ouly in, their Jetter, but
They are in the following wordss. ~ ~ .\ =2
uResolved, That tle peace, permanént: ‘ﬁ
welfare of our National Union'depend upon ¥'s
adherence to the letter ‘and spirit of the 8th
tion ol t:e act of Congress of the United'
entitled ‘an act to authorize the* pesple of
gouri territory to form a.constitation: dnd Stfls
government for the, admission of such State.dngo
the Union on an eqnal footing with, the. otj
States, and to prohibit slavery in certain .
ries ;* approved March fith, 1820.* -
« Reeolved. That our Senators in Lh %
of the United States are hereby instructed, :
representatives requested to 'vote Th* e
with the provisions and the: spirit: of the'said?
section of the said-act, in all the:questions!
may come before them in relation to the
tion of new territories f;]r Séatat;a quéti.af_
ry now- belonging to the Uni or
hjtraren!'ter may be acquired ailher_h;_t;%:ﬂf ae,
treaty or by conquest.” - . = -
It is proper to observe, that the 8th sect
which they refer contains the Missouri ‘c
mise, which established 36 30 as the dividwg"
between the slaveholding and mnon-slavels
States, drawn - between the western.boundary
the State of Missouti and the western,bonn
Louisiana. These resolutions he says he oveyed,
in letter and spirit, when in fact hqaﬂmn%-
lated them, by his vote for the Oregon ternt \
bill, prohibiting slavery in that territory, “without
any compromise annexed; and that too'to abéert

the principle of unlimited power-ul"GonTﬂwm
the territories. and in open defiance of a Lm?a-‘

mise. He calls that billhis provieo, and:
may, for he passed it when it was in his,
defeat it. A very few remarks.will suffice to,
that I have not expressed myself. stronger'ti
truth warrants. Dy
The frst resolution asserts * that the g, har-
mony and welfare of oar national Union®
upon a strict adherence to the letter and spirit  of
the Missouri compromise, and the -last: instructs
their Senators and Representatived 4o vols iniacs
cordance with ils provisions and spieil in all ques<
tions which may come up befure them-in;relation to
the organization of new lerrilories or. Slales, out of
territories now belonging to the United States, or
which hereafter may be acquired.” No instroc.
tion could be more full or expligity* or Wesign
stronger motives for obeying them, ially 10
one professing so great a devotion u-tm;p.‘ipn.
There is no mistaking the meaning.. . He js in-
structed to vote for all bills in reference !0 the ter.
ritories which may conform to the M‘ﬁ J
of the Missouri compromise, and against
do not ; that is, to voto for all that extend
westward from its terminus on the western boun-
dary of Texas, for thatis its ietter ; and to'steure
to the South that portion of the territory Igping on
the southern side of the line, as effectus ‘that
compromise did in-fact:all-the. territory
on its southern ride,and tq vote against allbilis
that wolfk& that,ig meant by ita spiri _
was reason, to put in “ epirity? foEaty
dgm}?ud tﬁenllbnrga,au&ﬂpg{% 10 be
ed that the laws sxico abolikhin
would’ énhhﬁh%"tﬁ‘%g&‘lhe A
if not prevented by some’efitetoal.gus

ditional remarke can make his d ;



