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The Message. .
The anoual message of President Lincous s
+ «dyefors the cougtrys [0 the present, crisis of our
\nagions! affuirs it will be regardel with deep in-
terest. Iis expositions of the state of the country,
its suggestions and its recommendations should
. receive the carelul consideration of every citizen-
. Our inssitusions rest upon the theory that man is
capable of self guvernment, that outs is a gov-
erament of the people, hence both the right and
the duty of the people to carefully scrutiuize the
scta and the recommendations of those who rep
resent them—the servants or the should be ser-
vants of the public will.

The lnst message of the President is wrilten in
better taste than those which have precedad it. I8
is almost free from the idioms or the peculiar ex-
pressions of the President, and the exemption
may be due to his reported physical disabilities.
As a contemporary remarks, the varioleid may
account for the absence of those quaint illustra-
tions and expressions which have characterized
the communications of the Presideat, and which
bave lessened thewr dignity. There are many
omissions in the message. It does not dis-
cuss those questions of political economy which
deeply affect the prosperity of the people, indi-
vidually and collectively. The tarriflf question
is pot even alluded to, perhaps the President has
not had time to study it, and the currency sys—
tem bas but brief mention. These vital ques-
tions which occupied the anxions comsideration
of his predecessors are subordinate to the single
and absorbing idea of negro emandipation. The
emancipation of the negro from his condition of
servitude in what are termed the sinve States, is
regarded by the party in power as the panacea or
remedy for ail the troubles of the country. So
the President states it. So he argues as the rep-
resentative of the Republican party. If the mes-
sage foreshadows any idea, it is that every interest
of the country mast be subordinate to theabroga—
tion of negro slavery. The message of the Pre-
sideut is abolition. The poliicy of the Adminis-
tration is abolition. It is the purpose of the
President snd the party in power to force the
country to yield or submit to that policy.

Our nation has prospered in a remarkable de-
gree, and its power and greatness have been ai-
tained by sccommodating itsell to its diversified
interests and institutions. This policy has been
our strepgth, and if it had been continued, it
would have given us increased power and great-
pess. Butan effort is being made by the party
in power 0 force a homogenety—to fasten an
fron rule upon s pevple whose interists—the pro-
ductions of ita soil, climate and labor—are nec~
essarily diverse, and aan never be otherwise. No
government can regulate the laws of climateand
production, and the attempt to do 80 must result
in failure. If the nation is ever split into frag-
ments, that will be the error or delusion that will
occasion it. The idea of the message, from be-
gioning to end, is to centralize power. That is
the object of the proclamation which accompanies
the message. [t proposes to give the control of
s State Government to oune tenth of its popula-
tion wpon the single condition thas it is entirely
subeervient to the policy of the party in power,
That is the test of loyalty which the message
proclaims and insists upon. Need we say that itis
in direct contradiction to the theory of our govern-
ment? Popular governments and free institutions,
sach as we have enjoyed, cannot be maintained, if
State rights are stricken down and power is
ceutralized in the Federal government. The
history of every empire will attest the fact that
the effort o force s homegeneity of policy and
institations, when the interests of the different
sections are necessarily antagonistic, has resulied
in disintegration. And in the present instance,
under similar circumstances, history will only
repeat itgell. This is the rock which we should
avoid. And in conclusion we repest the warning
of one whose sagacity and patriotism none will
pow guestion. He said:

“It ia well knowr there have always been
those among us who wish to enlarge the powers
of the General Government; sod experievce
would seem to indicate tha: there is a tendency
ou the part of thi= Government to overstep the
bouslaries marked out for it by the Constitution?
Its legitimate authority is abundantly sufficient
for all the purposes for which it was created; all
its powers being expressiy enumerated, there can
be po justiication for advising beyond them.
Every attempt to exercise power beyond these
limits should be promptly and firmly oppoeed.”

fnterest om the Sinte Lebt

We published a card from His Escellency,
Governor Moarox, vesterday, announcing that
Ae bud mude arrasngements for the payment of
the interest on the State debt due on the lst of
July last, and the interest which will fall due on
the lst of January next. The nature ol the ar
rapgement the Govervur does not see proper to
advise the people of the State.  We have no ob-
jection o Governor Moxrox, Messra, Winsrow,
Lasixs & Co., or anybody else paying the indebt-
edness of the State, but the payment of the in-
terest in the way proposed, under the circumstan-
ees, is a gratuity. There was no necessity what.
ever for any individual, or number of individuals,
sssuming this obligation of the State. As the
Governor says: “the failure to pay the interest
oun July was pot cansed by the want of money.”
But why ibe failure? At the instigation, and
with the advice of the Governor, the Republican
membera of the House, at its laat sesion, broke
a quorum—seceded—so that the passage of the
laws necessary to meet the obligations
of the State to ber creditors were defeated,
This was done with the full knowledge that the
action would involve the failure to meet the
plighted faith of the State. The Democratic
members remained in their seats until the last
day that laws could be constitutionally passed by
the Legisiature, but the Republican members re
fosed to return and discharge s duty which they
had solemny sworn to perform. The Governor
charges in bis card_that the State officers refused
W remit the money to New York, “alleging the
absence of & techoioal appropriation.” There ia
A law upon our statue book which expresly for-
bids the Auditor and Treasurer from drawing sny
money from the public tressury but in parsu
soce of appropristions wade by law. To
remove all doubt as the duty of these officers
in the payment of the interast on the pablie debt,
in the absence of expross legisiative appropria-
tions for that purpose, the question was submit-
ted 1o the bighest judieml ribupal in the Swte
for its determigation, and the decision of that
body was, after a carelul review of the laws
bearing upon the subject, thet the State officers
had no legal aathority w witbdraw the money from
e Treasury for that purpese. Certalnly no good
cigizen will deny that this decision of the Court de-
fined the duty sad abligasons of the Audiwe and

Tressurer. The opinion pronounced by the

eourt mude the case wo clear that it'has not and
cannot be sucoessfully controverted.
Uoder these circumstances what was the duty

of & faithful Obief Magistente, o whom is io-

trusted the duty of sesing that the laws are iaith-
the remedy for the difficulty completely under
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i business would be at-
made for tha payment of the interest
and the other just indebteduess of the
State. Could more than this be asked from an
independent legislative body? The stubbornness,
we may say mulishuess, of the Governor, slone
prevented his applying thet remedy for the difi—
culties which had been occasioned By the seces-
sion of the Republican members of the Legisla-
ture. He says he has made arrangements to pay
the interest, but those arrangements whatever
they may be, are clearly in violation of the laws
of the State. The money is in the Treasury to
pay the interest, asnd the laws of the
State provide bhow it shall be taken
from the Treasury, and the officer by
whom and the way in which it shall be paid,

And what reason does the Governor give for
his failure, we may say his recreancy in discharg-
ing the duty thus imposed upon him? He is un-
willing to trust the representatives of the people.
[ He is unwilling that the Legislature should as-
semble, for fear that laws may be passed
distasteful to him and his polisical friends. That
is the resson why the wheels of legisiation were
blocked last winter, and it is likewise his apology
for assuming or usurpiog powers forbidden by the
Constitution and the laws which he has taken an
osth to obey and enforce. Has Ouivern P.
Morrox any more interest in maintaining the
credit and redeeming the plighted faith of Indi
apa than any other citizen? He knows that
there was not a Democratic member of the Leg-
islature at its Iast session, but who was willing,
pay anxious, 10 provide the means and make the
appropriations to meet every obligation to tae
ereditors of Indiana. Yet His Excellency cluims
a higher regard for her interests and honor than
ali the rest of her citizens. The policy of Gov.
Mozrtox is dictaved and controlled by selfishness
His only object is to promote his personal ad-
vancement. That is his stady. Thatis the key
note to all his public acts. 1f he bad been a
faithful public servant there would have been no
failure in the State promptly meetiog all her ob.
ligations to her creditors.

Another point. The Journal states that “‘no
agreement. whatever has been made with Messrs.
Wixsiow, Lgsie & Co. for the payment of any
interest or compensation for the useof the money
to be advanced by them in paying the interest on
our State stocks. The whole matter is by them
referred to the good faith of the Stafe and there is
no danger of their being allowed to suffer.” If
no agreement has been made to pay the interest
upon this advance, they made it with the expec-
tation that they would receive ample remunera-
tion, and Goversor Muaros is pledged to use his
influence to that end Here is an im
plied agreement (o pay interest - upon
money %o pay the iaterest upon the
State debt *when there is an abundance of
money in the treasury, and intended for that pur
pose. The Governor has only to exercise the pre
rogatives intrusted to him, and the money can be
withdrawn from the treasury in pursuance of
law to pay that apd all other obligations of the
State. But His Excellency, while condemning
the rebels for violating the laws of the land and
their constitutional obligations, sets the example,
or perhaps we may better say follows their
example, by trampling the Counstitation
and the laws wunder his feet.  What
better Iz he in that regard than the mean-
est secessiopist in South Carolina? Itis just
such acts as Governor Morroy is committing
which hrought the present terrible calamities
upon the country, and we fear that the selfish
and unhallswed ambition of just such men will
destroy the best government upon which the sun
ever shown.

The Proclamaitlon—The Objects of the
War.

On the 224 day of July, 1861, the Federal
House of Reprecentatives, by an almost unani-
mons vote, 122 to 2, solemnly declared to the
country and to the world the purposes for which
the civil war then and pow being waged was to
be prosecuted. The resolution as it passed that
body reads as follows:

“Resolved by the ITomse of Represeniatives of the
OCangress of the Unital Sates, That the present de-
plorable civil war has been forced upan the country by
the disunionisis of the Southern States now m revoit
agains: Cthe onstitutional Government, and in arms around
the capital; that in this national emergency Congress,
banishing all foeliogs of mere passion apd resentment,
will recollect only its duty to the whole country; that this
war is not waged upou our part in any spint of nppres-
sion, nor for any purpose of conquest or sabjugation, nor
for the purpose of overthrowing or interfering with the
rights or established institutions of the States, but to
defend and maintain the supremacy of the Constitution
and tn the Union with its dignities, equality,
and the rights of the several States unimpaired, and that
as roon as these ohjects are accompl! the war ought

to cease.’

A resolation of this charscter could not have
passed the House with a large Republican ma-
jorty, without its first baving the sanction of the
Admigistration and the leading men of that par-
ty. The policy set forth in the resolution was
accepted by the President, by the Cabinet and
by the dominant party in Congress as the policy
of the Government, and the country was called
upon to furnish men and money “to defend and
maintain the supremacy of the Constitution and
to preserve the Union with its dignities, equality
and the rights of the several States unim-
paired ' Prompt and Jiberal was the re.
sponsn of the people L the call made
upon them to furnish the sinews of
war for these declared objects, and if the war
bad been waged in the spirit and for the purposes
expressed m the Cuirrexpxy resolution ere now
the national suthority would bave been restored
over the people in revolt against the Constiution.
al Government. Until the last mesaage of the
President, the Executive snd the party in power
had given no authoritative expression of the ob-
jects they proposed to accomplish in the prosecu-
tion of the war, or the line of policy they intend-
ed to pursue There is no longer room to deubt in
thatregari. The proclamation which rocompa-
niea the message and the comments in the latter
dobument upon the former, clearly reveals the
schemes and intentions of the party in power.
The President in his late manifesto presents the
issue 10 the country aud it ia left to the people to

acquiesce in the policy he advocates or repudi-
ate it

The Republican press represent that the terms
of amnesty proposed by the President to those in
rebellion against the government are exceedingly
moderate and fair, and ns exhibiting great kind-
ness of heart. What ore those terms? The
President offers w all persons who have directly
or by implication participated in the existing
rebellion, excepting certain classes, a full pardon,

2 [
e !

-

templed antil the appropriations had been |

[ resoly a1y Pregifien

declarations as to both his powers as Chief Mag-
istrate and his intentions? e his first official
communication to the country Mr. Livcory
stated that he bad no right or bad he
tion of interfering whk the domestic
of the States, or in other words with negro slavery
And thé Critrexpen rasolution says “‘this war is
not waged for the purpose of ovesthrowing or
interforing with the rights and established insti.
tutions of the States, but to preserve the Union
with all its dignities, equality and the rights of
the several States nnimpaired, and that as soon
ns these objects are accomplished the war oughy
to cease.” But Mr, Lixcots makes n new test
ouknown to the Constitution. He is unwilling
that any of the people of the revolted States shall
return to their alleginnce with the rights and
eatablished institutious of the States unimpaired,
but he prescribes as ope of the condi
tions that" they shall “abide by and
faithfully sapport all proclamations of the Pres-
id 2ot made during the existing rebellion having
reterence to slaves.” In 1861 the House of Rep-
resentatives by almost an unanimons vote, its
majority representing the President and the par-
ty in power, solemnly declared that the war is
not waged to impair the rights of the States, yet
he imposes conditions which unnecessarily dis-
franchises every citizen of the insurgent States,
who, yielding allegiance to the Federal govern,
ment and its constitutional authority at the same
time upholds and maintains their rights and es-
tablished institutious. If the President has no
right to imerfere with the domestic institutions of

the States, as be declared he had not, what right
has be Lo require an acknowledgment of his au-
thority to do so as & test of loyalsy? If the cou-
sent to an unconstitutional act is made a test of
loyalty in South Carolina sod Georgia, the same

couditions may be demanded of the citizens of
Indiana sud Illincis, which would necessarily
disfranchise s large, if not the larger portion of
them.

In the proclamation Mr. LixcoLy quotes that
clanse of the Oanstitution which sags, “The
United States shall guarantee (o every State in
the Union a republican form of government.”
In a republican form of government, under its
Coonstitution, the will of the majority governs.

But it appears from the proclamation that the
rebel States cannot return to the Union unless
they abide by and support the edicts of one
man. And then Mr. Lincowy further proclaims
that onetenth of the voters in any of
the States of Arkansas, Texas, Louisiana, Miss-
issippi, Tennessee, Alabama, Florida, South Car-
clina and North Carolina, who have taken the
prescribed oath, can re-establish State govern
ment and shall be recognized ag the true State
government, snd this he calls guaranteeing a
republican form of povernmeat. One tenth of
the population of a State, and they the minions of
s dominant party, sre to rnle nine-tenths. TIs
this republican?

The proclamation throughout in spirit and
purpose is anti-Republican and unconstitutional.
It is fanatical and radical. The argament and
scheme is specious—cunningly devised to decieve
the people with an appearance of moderation
and fairness. It will require but a little pene-
tration to discern the sophistry, hypoericy and
injustice of the proclamation. It is not made
with any hope that it will restore the rebel States
to their allegiance, but to stimulate the prosecu-
tion of the war for the purposes of subjugation,
conquest and emancipation, which the House of
Representatives in 1861 solemnly declared were
not the objects for which the war was to be
waged.

Address of Myr. Coliax, the Speaker
Elect.
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives:

To-day will be marked in Americav history as
the opening of a Congress destined to face and
settle the most important questions of the coun-
try, and during whose existence the rebellin,
which has passed its culmination, will, bevond all
question—thanks to our army,and navy and Ad-
ministration—die a deserved death.

Not ouly will your constituernts watch with the
strictest scrutiny vour deliberations bere, but the
friends of liberty, to the most distant lands, will
be interested spectators ol your acts.

In this greater than Roman forum, I invoke
you to approach these grave guestions with the
ealm thoughtfuiness of statesmen, freeing your
discussions from that acerbity which mars instead
of advances legislation, and with unshaken reli-
ancz on the Divine power which gave victury to
those who formed this Union, and can give even
greater victory to those who are seeking w save
it from destruction by the hand of the parrigide
and teaitor. | invoke vou also to remember that
sacred truth which all history verifies, that * They
who rule not in righteousness shall perish from
the earth.”

Thaoking you, with a grestful heart, for this
distinguisbed mark of your confidence and re-
gard, and appealing to you all for that support
and forbearauce; by the sid of which alone [ ean
hope to suceeed, | am now ready to tuke the oath
of office, nnd eater upon the duties you have as
signed me.

Mr. Washburne, being the oldest conservative
member, was requested by the Clerk w adminis-
ter the customary oath, and also the oath of al
legiance, which having beeu performed, the
Speaker, desiring to preserve the decorum of the
House, said il persons in the galleries sbould in-
dulge in manifestations eitler of approbation er
dissent, the seargeapt-at-urms and doorkeeper
would be instructed to tuke such persons into
cuatody.

The members were then sworn in, advancing
by delegations as their names were called.

. — ——
The Vote for Speaker of the House of
Hepresentatives.

We publish below the vote for Speaker of the
House of Representatives. The following was
the vote in detail:

For Mn. Covrax—Messrs. All
son, Anderson, Arvold, Ashley, J. D. Baldwin,
Baxter, Beaman, Blaine,.J. Blair, Blow, Bout-
well, Boyd, Brandeger, Broomall, W. J. Brown,
A. W. Olark, F, Clark, Clay, Cobb, Qole, Oress-
well, Henrs Winter Davis, T. T. Davia, Dawes,
Deming, Dixon, Donnelly, Drigge, Pumont,
Eckley, Eliot, FParnsworth, Fenton, Frank,
Garfield, Gooch, Hotchkiss, A. W. Hub-
bard, J. H. Hubbard, C. J.  Hubbard,
Jenks, Julian, Kasson, Kelly, F. W. Kellogg, 0.
Kellogg, Liul n, Loan, Longvear, Lotﬁ?.
Marvin, MeBride, ﬂeOlur{i Meludoe, 8. F. Mil-
ler, Morehead, Morrill, D. Morris, A. Meyers,
Leouard Myers. Norton O. O'Neill, Orth, Pat-
terson, Perham, Pike, Pomeroy, , W.H.
Randall, A. H. Rize, J. H. Rice, E. H. Rolline,
Schenck, Scbofieid, Shannon, Sloan, Smith,
T I‘l?ruayp.‘mn beon, Vsn Valkesburgh, E.

mas, 1 , Van Va uegh, E.
B. Washburne, W. p:anlhm-. W'gc.
Whaley, Willlams, Wilder, Wilson, Windom,
Woodbridge.

Forn M Cox—Messrs O Allen, W.J. Allen,
A. Q. Baldwin, Bliss, J. S. Brown, Orsvens,

Dawson, Fden, Edgarton,
Fink, .M.

» Am. Aui‘

Dennison
n.im_c_r. . J, Ran~
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Fupon, that compacts between sovereigns and reb-

terminating

people of this country will bave to choose. We
to lay down the distinction be- |

- » foreign war
{ nations, and then proceeded ques-
; the principles of that law, by whieh

e must be bound il we mean to follow any rule
whatever, will not obli nrln abstain from
trapscending the hmits of the Federal Constitn.
tion by the acquisition of powers and authorities
thai instrument.

Ta, then, the proposed scheme of conquering
the Southern Siates and treatiog them as con.
quered countries capable of being recocciled with
rules of the law of natious which govern the con
duect of sovereigns in civil -m‘r Or, o pro
pound this question in auvother form—is a sover-

. in with rebellious provinces ur their

bitants, at liberty to act. without regard to
the limitaticns which his own munieipal law af-
fixes to us authority, and to assume and exer
cise those full :dl;iuntngl:‘-hwh Agcrue 1o
a n?-u who seizad detached a por-
sion of she territocy of another nation? Topt::s
question we conceive that there can be but one
answer given by any jurist or publicist who un-
derstands the system which governs the rights of
sovereigns and subjects, and who has the siight-

est regard for the moral laws on which that ays-
tem is founded.

We takq 1t w0 be an indisputable principle of
the modern law of nations that -mmgg}:ho
bas occasion tv assume a belligerent attitude to-
ward a portion of his own dominions, for the re-
covery of his legitimate authority, is restricted to
the restoration of that aathority as the result of
his exercise of belliferm rights, IT his own
sovereignty is one of a limited character, while
he may exgrcise all the ordinary rights of a bel-
ligerent during the progress of hostilities in order
to restore his rightful autharity, he ecannot at
the end of those hostilities legitimately compel
the revolted province to submit to an unlimited
aortoigmy of his dictation., His military con-
quests differ in this respect from those of a sov

who wages war against a foreign country.
The latter bas the right to acquire, ss a legal
consequence of his vietory and possessions, the
political allegiance of the inhabitants of the cou-
quered tergtory, and may impose such govern
ment 15 he pleases, saving, however, the rights
of private property. Th eformer fights for the
recovery of rights that have been withhell from
him; but he cannot superadd to these any rights
which he did not before possess. Nations, in
other words, do not ““conquer’” their own domin
ions, in the full sense and with all the conse-
quentes of “conquest,” when they have oces-
sion to repress unlawful or rebellious combi-
nations against the sovereign power, any
more than they *‘eanquer” individoals whom they
punish by force, through the action of their pub
lic wibunale, for violations of law. They may
use belligerent rights while the civil war is going
on, but they do not merge their sovereign rights
or their sovereign charncter in the belligerent
capacity, but their sovereign character remains
Jjust what it was, no moure and no less, when the
coutest is ended and the belligeren: capacity no
longer required.

From the principle which rendered it necessary
Lo terminate & civil war by an amaesty, when the
sovereign has prevailed se far as to compel the
insurgents to sue for one, it follows that he can-
not demand more than & submission to his law{ul
authority, as it existed when the civil war began.
He cannot make it a condition of termn ating
hostilitiea on his own part that his rebellious sub-
jects shall, asa body or community, forfeiz all
their political rights and submit to him as a for-
S;n conqueror, for this would be the exact oppo-

te of an ampesty. When they are ready to lay
down their arms and to sabmit to his lawful
authority, he is bound to grant an amnesty, with
such exceptions as to individuals as he mav see
fit o make one of its conditions. He is bound to
grant it, because the amnesty is granted in his
own ivteresi-—because it becomes the weins of
restoring and preserving his authority; and be- |
enuse the limits of that authority are the limits |
of what he may rightfully exact.

There is also a further principlein reference to
the termination of a civil war by an ammnesiy,
which is not to be overlooked. An amoesty sig
nifies & complete oblivion of pastoffevses, and
seis aside all the legal consequences of rebellion.
It may be granted by the suecessful sovereign,

the insurgeuts, as a conditivn of their submission.
When the latter is the ecase, the sovereign is
bound by his agreement; for although there have
beeun instances in former times in which such a-
greements have beeu disregarded by sovereigus,
and the principle bas been proclaimed and acted

el subjects are void or voidable, it hng been well
said by ap eminent foreign writer that “in the
present day no civilized government would dare
to profess such a prineiple.”

n the same way it iollows from the nuture of
a eivil wur, such as that in which we are engaged,
that the party claiming sovereignty over the
other party to the war eannol coavert that war
into a foreign war, and proceed to make territo-
rial conguests as of the territory of a foreign nn—
tion, without admitting that other purty to be, in
law as well as in fact, an independent belligerent
power. Military occupation of porticus or of the
whole of the insargent country may be necessary
in a civil war; bat like all the other incidents of
the belligereut character assumed by the sover-
eign for the purpose of compelling rubmission to
his autlrority, this kind of occupation has a speci-
al and limited, and a geoneral and unlimited pur
pose. It is not territorial couquest, deawing
after it all the coosequences which attach to the
eccapation and possession of portions of an ene-
my's country in a foreign war  In order to make
those consequences attach to military occupation,
it s necessary not only to continue the belliger
ent character, but to f., aside tha pretensions
and claims of constitutional sovereignty, and to
put on the character of a belligerent waging a
foreign instend of u civil war; for there isa broad
distinction between the bellizerent character as-
sumed by a sovereign against i insurgent sub
jects, cod the Uelligerent character assumed by a
sovereign in a war with another soversignu. In
the latter charsoter, as we have =een, territorial
conguests can be made; in the forwer they can~
not be. °

Are the people of the United States, then, pre
pured to admit that the people uf 1he seceded
States are foreigu nations? If so, we must go
back to the act or acis which they claim to have
severed them from the Union, and must scknowl-
edge the validity of those fxcts, and must give up
our preteusions and cleims of constitutional sov
ereignty over the ivhabitants of those States.
We must either ndhere to the theory on which
we began the war, or we must abandon it. We
cannot it upon two stools, or halt between two
opinlons. We cannot claim that we sre oat of
the Union because we put them out. We must
either admit that they ok themselves out of the
Union, or must deny that the facts hid any valid-
ity or in sny way changed their relations to the
Federal Government. We must, thevefore, de-
liberately look in the face all those consequences
which will uttend the adoption of the theory that
we are to end this war ig the conguest and polic
ical subjugation of the Southern States; impos—
ieg vpon them the character ol couguered coun-
tries, demanding changes in their internal poliey
as conditions of re-admssions into the Union, or
keeping them out of the Union as territorial and
lumnud provinces,

: first conseqoence to be considerad is, that
such an affirmation of the principles ol socession
by the people of the United States will work the
most disastrous results in their future condition.
It would estublish the dootrine not only that a
State can sscede from the Union, but that, when
it hag undertaken to do so, it may b.me
as u foreign pation. Let such a doctrine be
established by a great and im nt precedent,
and we ahall have the general government con
trolled by sectional combinations that will firet
apply unlriendiy logislation to drive other States
out of the Union, and will then tharn round and
subjugate those States as foreigh courtries. This

wny 2o on, aotil the government of the
nited States is made to of a balt of pow.

erful States, the central region of the
?m, uunm the Hudson rfiver and the
Cbestpeake westward to the

ing, and all
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civil wars, that the secession of a
of
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our governmeunt foreign States, and subjects
and future secession envoys
' the ante chambers of
have stood solicit
ing admission and recognition in vain. The other

mations of the world have sn interest in this cre—

ation of new pations, and in the question of who
shall conquer snd su e them; and this in-
terest will be asserted w we open for it &
door of entrance. Itis beyomd doubt that we
are indebted for the won-interference of foreign
powers in this civil war mainly to the fact that we
have constantiy in our diplomacy to be
fighting I'onhonomcryol’wi' iLasi
righta, and for nothing more.  If we imagine that
fear of our prowesa has been the cause of that
neutral attitude, we shall flsster our own vanity
at the expense of our discernment. The world
at large may have been more or less williog
to have the Federal Government recover its
rightiul and constitutional su over the
people of the Southern States. But it will be sl
together another question with foreigo powers
whether whole classes of the States of this Union
are to be held by us as dependent fiefs, with no
voice in the councils that are to shape our legis—
Iation or o govern our foreign policy. When
we take such an attitude as that, even the ghost
of what Mr. Sewnrd has still left to ua of the
80 called “‘Mource Dogtrine™ will vanish into
thin air.

If, then, it be tr~a that the public law would
oblige us to abswin from demanding that the
Federal sovereignty over those States shall ex-
tend to anything over which it did not extend be-
love the war, let us inquire whether we shall not
be bound by that abligation. Passing by the
question whether other nations would bgve a
right to interfere and considering this as a purely
domestic matter, it may be conceded that po ex-
ternal force will be applied to wake us respect
the requirements of the law of nations in this
regard. But are those uirements  then
without other sanctions, which will yet con-
trol our mere wills? Clearly they are
not; for we must look forward to a time when
our own tribupals will be obliged to pass upon
the fundamental guestions srising out of any
altempt 1o exercise powers not embraced in the
Constitution, and supposed to result from terri-
torial conquest; and we must act vpon principles
now, that can be carried into effect by an enlight
ened and independent judiciary bereafter, e
assumo that we shall so act; because we do not
believe the people of this country are so lost o
all pense of right and all perception of the high-
est public and social expedieucy, to their own
standing among nations and to the good opinion
of mankind, as to wish to make their judiciary
the more subservient registrars of the popuiar
will, or to require of their judges to sanction a
particular act merely because it has emauanted
from the executive or legislative branches of their
government. When the public understand this
subject, and have freed their minds from the eon-
fusion produced by false views of what is ealled
“war,” they may bLe expected to act rightly.
What then will be the view which the instructed
judicial mind must take hereafter of the position
that the Sonthern States have been conquered as
States. and that they are, or were for any period
ol time, in the condition of cooquered countries?

It will be seen that this cliim is without any
foundation inany system that belongs to the
public law of modern times. Whatever conse-
quences attach, iu individual cases, to the right-
ful exercise of belligereat rights while the sover
eign was obliged to resort o the exercise of such
powers,ns goon as the pecessily ceases, the exer-
cise of those powers must cease, and the power
of the sovereign o effect the civil rights of men,
either individually or collectivaly, must be meas-
ured by the municipal law which defines and
regulates his powers a5 a sovereign. Thereis no
other privilege that ean be applied to the success-
ful suppression of an insurrection, or to the re-
covery of mumicipai jurisdiction over a portion of
territory thathas been wrested for a time from
the supremacy of mupicipal law, unless it be ad
witted that the government of a nation can con-
quer a pars of its own deminions, and can affect
foreign nations and its own people with all the
conseguences of conquest, just as if the territory
were part ol another vation. This can never be
admitred in the case of a civil war, because =uch
a war is waged for the recovery of a suspended
suthority, not, a8 in the case of foreign wars, for
the acquisition of an authority that has not pre-
vioualy existed.

These principles apply with peculisr foree to
the polities] system known =2 the government of
the United States The domestic covereignty
that resides in that government is very far from
being a genernl and unlimited soverzignty. It
consists in & supreme right to make laws upon
certain suhjects, whien shall bind the inhabitants
of ench State. Where there are no obstructions
in any Stite to the execution= of the laws of the
[United Suites within its limits, all the saprema
cy which rightfully belongs to the United States
i completely enjoyed. Where any existing
obstructions to the operation of the laws of the
United Siates in any State have been removed,
the United States have recovered all their
sovereign rights There has pever been any
justifiestion for marching an army into
any Southern State, excepting to recover that
of which the United States have been deprived
by an insurgent force. When the United States
have fully re possessed themseives of what they
have been forcibly deprived for a time, they
have recovered all for which they had any oc-
eagsion or right to take up arms; and one of
the obvious means by which they can finally
obtain what they have sought is by an am
nesty, when one i= scught for by the insur-
gents, or when the United Statea are in a con-
dition to offer one.

We have thus placed before our readors—we
hope that we have done it clearly and dizpas
sionately—some «f the consequences that will
mauifestly flow from the adoption of a theory
which will create snother Poland or something
even worse on this continent of North America.
We shall endeavor to trece these consequences
further in our next issue —[New York World.

— P—
The Difficalties Before Us.
.
We have sought in our previous articles under
this bead o point out some of the consequences
in which the people of this country must involve

themselves Ly undertaking to suppress the right |

of local self government, which, by the inevitable
theory of the Union, belongs w each of the
States, and which we maintain caunot be forfeit-
ed under auy raviowal application of the suprem
acy that helongs w the Consiitation and laws of
the United States. We have invited the attention
of our readers to this subject, because we gre
satisfied that the entire theory of coaquest, as
applied to the States which are the theatre of an
armoed insurrection. willi result, if adopted, in
embarrapsments and difficuliies from tEleh we
cannot extricate ourselves. We believe that we
have nasigued =ome good reasons for thia opinion.
But this plan of conquering the Southern States,
as If they were foreign nations, and holding them
for a longer or a shorter puriod as countries con-
quered from an enemy, has other uences
which demand the most serious attention of the
Amerienp people. We bave to consider whether
it can be carried out without destroying, for our
aelves ms well na for the pnxlacf the Suutherny
States, the Constitution for the sake of whieh we
have fought. We do not now refer to the
dangers arising from the institution ¢F armies of
sufficient magnitude to sbout such a result,
or to the invasions of personal liberty that we
know, from the experience we have aiready had,
must attend sueh an enterprice.  Thesewre
vest reflecdon; but we al
and overthrow of those
tical svstem without which it -
the removal of which will be of
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cannot exist, &
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that § preizniiib! » State, b
of its fnhabis i the authoriy of '
nited States. But the question instantly arises,
to whom is it to be forfeited? The idea of a for-
?vi. whether of & thing or a franchise, whether
! t ot vorofa t of distinet po-
Rtim'ii‘::iuu?q:mplm [N :tilf:'-ht nuﬂ.w
t right of receiving and bolding what is
forfeited. Who is this superior in relation w the
States of the Union? Is it the Federal govern-
ment, or, in other 'wordd, Is Tt the people of the
nuliun’ States in their coliective or national

u?:?rti{l not belp us to an answer to this ques-
tiou to refer to the rightful se acy of the Con
stitutior and laws of the United States. Tle
Coustitution and laws of the United States donot
bind the States, but they do bind the individual
inhabitants of the States, as the su.
preme law  that is 10 govern their
individual conduct. It was thought st the time
of the establishment of the Coustitution and has
been believed ever since that this distinction was
of great moment; and acrordingly the whole op-
eration ¢f the supremacy ol the nations] Consti-
tution and laws has been secured and worked out
by applying individusl forfeitures and punish-
ments to every form of rebellion, resistance or
treason aguiust the Federnl authority. Now, if
we are to go back and reversé »ll this, if we are
to trent the Federal supremacy na applicable to
States in their corporste capacity, and by that
application set up a paramuunt right espable of
receiving and holding or suppressing the State as
a thing forfeited, we must unread the Oonstitution
and overturn its characteristic priveiple.

If we look into sthe Consttution—the only
bond or instrument that mskes us in any respect
a aation, or creates national rights—while we
find that individuals may be judicially punished
by forfeiture for the crime of treason, we do not
find that a State can commit that critae or that

> cnn ish it except as a
mw. !inl:i‘.mmormter, th’:t the m:l
tion everywhere assumes that the separate
litieal existence of each State is an indestructble
existence. The franchize involved in that ex-
istence is not derived by any gramt from the peo
pleof the United States, and is therelore not es-
pable of being resumed or extinguished by them
by reason of any paramount right as grantor or
creator. It follows therefore thut the politieal
existence known as a State can be extinguished
by the people of the United States only by an act
of mere lorce; and so the theorr of conquering
and holding the Southern States as conyuered
States will be obliged to proceed. In other words,
it must step out of the Constitation, and, giviog
up the amennblity of individuals to the laws of
the United States, it must undertake to extin-
guish the governmeut and politiesl being of s
State, just as a conqueror extinguishes by force
the government nnd political being of a foreign
territory which he bas wrested from his enemy.
can this be done without a total overthrow of she
Coustitution? To sk the questiou is to answer
it  But let us follow the subject further. In the
first place let us suppose that during a war with
a foreign nation we hrve made a conguest
of a_ portion of  the enemy’s territory.
The government of the United States has the
power of making war; but this power wasnot
conferred for the purpuse of ncquiring loreign
territory. It was given in order that the rights
of thecountry or its citizens might be viodicated,
when necessary, by arms, As one of the inci-
dents of this power, military poscession may be
taken of a portion of an enemy’s country, which
amounts to conguest. Dut the country =0 con-
quered does not become the property of the
Uvnited States until a treaty has made it 20; snd
it has always been held by all our stntesmeu and
parties that when a perfect title is thus obtained
by treaty, at the conclosion of u loreign war, the
country so acquired cannot be held jodefinitely
asa conquered dependency. It must be treaed
as part of the property of the United States, out
of which new States are tn be formed and ad mit-
ted into the Union; for the United States hns no
machinery and no powers by which it can indefi-
nately bold and manage dependent and subjuga-
ted vinces. Here, then iz one limitauon
upon the Federal power of conquest, even when
applied to the dominions of foreign nations; for
when we acquire foreign territory by conguest
and treaty, we must hold it according to our own
institutions and fundamental laws,

Again, we do not, pecrhaps, need to remind our
readers that the power to govern what in our
sysiem are techuically called °‘territories,” has
been the subject of fierce disputes which have
convulsed the country, and that even the people
ol the North sre agreed upon its extens and oa-
ture, although it is universally admitted, as it
necessarily maust be, that this power is applicable
only w acquisitions which have come to the Unis-
ed States by theceasion of foreign nations or
Iondian tribes.

But now let us figure to ourselves that eleven
States, by every just theory of this Union, ex
cepling that of secession, still within its pale—
four of them original parties to the establishmens
of the Coastitution—nre seized as foreign con-
quests, and their imwediate and unconditional
right to participate in the governmeut of the
Union & denied. To what part of the Constita-
tion shall we resort for means of holding and
governing them? We must resort to some part
of that instrument, for it is among our seitled
public maxims that the government of the Upited
States is not a general severeign, capable of hold-
ing and managing dependent ava conguered
countries as other sovereigns can and do whose
rights, authority and capacities are of a different
pature. We must go to the Constitution of our
country to find its power todo anything what
ever. Shall wethen resorp to the war power lor
the mean: of geverning the Southern States
when we have conguered them? Weghall find
that this power embraces no conguests but those
obtained in foreigu wars, and that even these do
not become the property of the Unived States
until the pussession is eoufirmed by treaty. Aand
if we are to resort to the war power, the war
must become chronic and perpetual; lor il we are
to govern from that soarce ol power the source
must beforever open, and all the doc
trineswhich have beeu asserted as neces-
sary nttendants and corditions of a
staie of war, aud which now press  so
heavily upon wus, must be in perpetusi activity,
Or. shall we resort to the territorinl clause of the
Corstisution, and endeavor to muke it npplicsble
to Staies whose sovereigniies we have suppressed?
We shall find that the power which it confers
extends only to property which the United States
hes acquired from = foreign nation, and that
Virgihin or Georgin cannot be su acquired until
we have first made the people of those States
foreign pations, and then compel them to cede
their country to the United States.

Further. the idea of conquest and subseguent
readmission into the Uvion implies the right and
power to divide or consolidate those States; for
the power of a congueror over the wmere political
status of a conquered territory is unlimited. But
what ie the theory of the Union in respect to rep
resentation in the Senate? By that thoory each
State is ealled 10 be represented by two Senators,
and it holds this as an absolute right, to which
no conditions are or can beattavhed. Thetheory
of conquest assames that this right bas been for
feited by a reheilion, or that it is extinguished by
the iutervention of =« civil wir. The precedent,
then, will 8 and thus: That when the po::flo of
eertain States of contiguous situation and similar
interests have, in a period of passion and excite:
ment, undertaken 4o lesve the Union, and it has
been necessary to repress by military power the
combiustions they have formed for the purpose,
snd they then find themselves again in practical
connection with the Federal goverument, their
several 18 of represeutation in the Seoate, as
fixed by the Constitution are gone, and they must
take such representation as the pleasure of the

States may nccord to them.
Southern States are out of the Union,
and are to

society ~. b

keep in view the doctrine

and acted upon by the
( United States, in respect

o the chag of the inbabitants

of the C tes while the civil war is
$ on, It has Been adjudicated, for example,

t the property a citizen of coe of those
States is liable to capture on the ocean as
erty of an evemy while hostilities are y
prosecuted, for the resson that there is & wip be-
oPReRts Vabigmatel Bash fhe sorwEigs Bas pro.
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vailed or been defeated by the insurgents. g:l
it is & great error to suppose that this decision
affords any warrant 40 the ides that the victory
of the sovereign over the insurgents will entail
the consequences of tecritora) conquest upou the
mnn:r which those insurgents havs occupied and
controlled. When the srmies of the Confede-
rates are beaten and dispersed, the United States
will cenne to stand in the character of a belliger-
eut, and will oceupy only the relation of a sov-
ereign, as that relation is fixed by the Constitu-
tion. ~[New York World.

Work for the Futnre.

We must not périoit our evemies to mi
seut our real isswes. 'We must not let them im-
press oo the public mind, by dint of often repe.
m‘i)oo. false ideas in regard to what they call the
“Pence™ y.

Wedo not ask, or recognize as possible, con-
stitutionally, what the Puritan abolitionista sim
at. They sim, in the North, at the same thing
that J Davis® party, st the South, are
working for.

Jefferson Davis and his partisans do not want
the war 1o stop soou, even by the recognition of
their Confederacy. We know, from men devoted
to the Southern enuse, active in their battle-fields
and influentinl among the Southern people, that,
were the Northern war on them to be stopped—
were the Democratic principle to be anckowl-
edged by the North that the war ought not to be
made on States—were the Southern people to
feel sure that no more war was to be waged on
their institutions, in the n.me of the Federa! pow-
er of the United States—the domination of Jef-
ferson Davis’ Government could be counted by
mouths. Having achieved once more their com—
won independence ns States, which was the sole
object of their forming the Southern Confedera-
cy, each State would cheerfully resume th2 tem
porary powers delegated to Mr. Davis’ Confed-
eracy, States’ rights is the political ius of
the people of the Southern States. Jefferson
Davis knows itso well that be desires to protract
the contest till the Southeru States will bave be-
come, a8 he hopes, accustomed by usage 1o a
centralized rale Heénce be fosters and endorses
Genernie like Bragg and Pemberton. while gen-
iuses like Besuregard and Price are thrown into
bye plays. The incumparable Jackson be kept,
till the day uf his death; in a subordinate position ;
aud Lee, whom be trammels, he would still keep,
as he once tried to do, a= & partissn fighter, with
men armed with squirrel rifles, ou impraeticable
mountains, except that Virginia would not sub—
mit o such eaprice

We fully bélieve now, what we have long eus-
pected, thai it is Jefferson Davis's policy to pro-
tract the war, despite of indescribable sufferings
of the Southern people, in order o consolidate
his new rule—to cement it in Southern blood.

The Puritan abolition game, as revealed by
Seward in his cups and hiccoughs at Auburn, is
substantially parallel. The Puritan game i to
protract the war till the period of another DPresi-
dential election is passed, which is 1o be decided
not by the people, but by the army. Then to
recognize the Southern Confederacy, on whatever
terms, and to employ the army, now become a
veteran machine, in the subjugation and enslave-
ment of the peuple of the North.

North and South, this is the one inevitable re.
sult of protracting the war.

The sole Democratic plun would defest the
conspiratars in both sections Stop the war at
once! How? By recoguizing the Confederacy?
The Federal Government have no power to do
this. The Federal Generals have no such power
except by a revolutionary act. This is what
Daris’s organs ask. They want Lincoln to re-
cognize the Davis Confederacy, when the time
comes.

We want the military power, on both sides, to
agree to stép fighting. To agree to respect, in
the meantime, the respective bumiings, called
flags, till the people of each sovereign State shall
have, by their decision, agreed to some compro
mise, or else pronounced for s renewal of war
for reasons that retional men can understand.

Let us not permit our unreasouable bat mali-
cious enemies to misrepresent true Democrats,
It is not war that we oppose, but an unreasapa-
ble, an illogical, an unconstitutionsl, an uwo-
American war. The Federal Constitution re-
fused 1o the Federal Government suy power to
coerce, or 10 make war on States. us look
the fact in the face, that except as an Intruder
and a usurper, the Federal Govermment has
lapsed, and that the dissolution of the Upion has
been foliowed, us all grest statesmen saw it must
be followed, by & war betyeen the States. In
this war Southern Siates combived and called
themselves Conlederate States. Northern States,
bolding, by virtue of a flagitious sectional elec—
tion, the machinery of the late Union, cling to
the vame of United States. It is an old name,
but a new thing. It means the States that unite
on New England ideas. [ts true name would be
*the Puritan Commonwealth.™

Now, it is of prime importance to bave the
minds of the people of the different States en-
lightened on the true issues. By and bye, if we,
if our f(riends, do pot bestir themselves in the
propagation of the truth, it will be too late. The
“Puritan Commonwealth,” when Mally establish-
ed, will permit no views to be publisbed not ema-
nating from themselves. We have been be-
fogged, and betrayed, by trusticg to professed,
not real friesds. he men with whom Governor
Seymour is now acting are part and parcel of the
threstened **Puritan Commonwealth.” They
guarrel bitterly with their Puritan brethren. Pu-
ritans nlways do  But they are “War Demo-
crats''—as tharoughly so as Jobn A Dix, Jobn
Cochran, Joha Van Buren, and the rest of the
free soil Johne that Jift their eyes to the orient of
New Englandism. The quarrel between them is
not about the butchery, but absut who shall bave
the hides and tallow ol the Federal butcher shop.
In this the people can have no interest. Let
the butchers seitle their disputes amung them-
seives.

In this, Demacratic priveiples have no inter-
est, and true Demooctats can only mourn that
they have been betraved.

ark days are before us. But, yet, courage!
Human society is the work of God, and He pro-
tects His own. On this soil the rinciplu of
Ameriean Demoecracy, and they only, ¢an sue-
ceed. Ouce more, we cry, Earoll, organize, ed-
ucale! No man, now, isto be trusted as n Dem-~
ocrat, till you have taken him apart, read to him
the simple political catechism of Democracy,
be sure that he understands ‘it, and then re-
quire from him the avowal promise that bhe
will be fuithful to 1, and maintsin it, When he'
bas done this, enroll his vame, As names mul-
tiply thus, orgaunize your men by tens, in hun-
dreds. Then call these hundreds olten wgether,
in their hundreds and ivstruct them, and fortify
them, in Demoworatic prineples There is an as-
socidtion engnged in doing this. It is widely
spread. It operates quietly anddeterminedly, in
many of these Northern States. [t invites, now,
the co operntion of all like-minded. *'In union
is streugth,” aod it will be well for all Demo-
cratic organisations throughout the country, who
s te the thoroughness of the work to be
done, and have the earvestness to engnge init, 10
act on a common plan, This will be arthe same
time » safeguard . sainst excesses and unlawiul

ots, ked by r-bu. bat foolish, because
Emﬂuﬂ?fo any public good. —[N. Y. Freeman's
ournal.

The Soulherm Acecount of the Late
Batiles.
The Southern account of the recent battles
pear Oha




