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MAINTAIN PLIGHTED FAITEH.

Speech of lion. S. P. Chase, of Ghie,
_dIx Toe Sgmsatz, Feasusnt 3, 1854,
Aguainst the Repeal of e Missouri Frohibition of
mry morth of 36 deg. 30 ‘.h'
o " [Coneluded ] 5

The third specifioution of the Secator charges
the sigoers of the sppeal with misrepresentation
ofthe arigioal policy of tbe cooniry in respect to

" Blavery. The Seustor says:

“ The srgument of this ‘marifesta is predicated
upon the assumption thst the p licy of the fathers
wf the Republic was to prohibit Slavery in all tha
‘Territories eeded by the old States to the Uanion,
and made United States territory for the purposs
of being organized into new Ststes. 1iske issun
upon that statement.”

The Senator then proceeds ta sttempt to show
that the original policy of the country was oge of
indifferentism bhetween Slavery and Freedom;and
that, in putsuacoce of it, & geograpbical lice was
established, reschiog from the eastern to the west-
ero limit of the original States—thut is to.say, to
the Missisaippi river, . 8ir, if anything js suscepti-
ble of ebsolote bistorieal demonstration, 1 think it
is the proposition ihat the founders of this Repab-
lis pever cootemplsied any extensiun of Sluvery.
Lot us for a fow moments retruce the past.

What was the general sentiment of the country
when the Declsration of Independence was pro-
malgated T | invoke Jefferson ss  witnese. Lot
him speak to us from bis grave, in the languegs of
his memoruble exposition of the rights of British
America, laid before the Vikginia Convention, in
August, 1774, These arse his words :

“ Themhulition of domestic Slavery ig the great-
eat object of desire in these colonies, where it wae-
unhappily introduced in their infuntstare.”

In the spirit which snimsted Jefferson, the First
Coogress—the old Congress of 1774 —amang their
first nots, entered into & solemn cpfcll:nllgaipu
the slave truffie. . : \

10 1776. the Declaration of ladependencas, draft-
ed by Jefferson, announced ne such low and onr:
row principles es seem to be the fashion now.
That immortal decament asserird no right of the,
wirong to oppress (he weak, uf ilis majority to eo-
slays the minority. It pmmnrgql_ad Abe sublime
creed of human rigats. It declared thet ALL MEN
ure created wqual, and endowed by their Crentor
with inaliconble righis to life sud liber1y. a il

The feat acquisitivn of tenitory. waa mada by,
the Uaited Stutes thrre years bhefore the udoption,|
of the Constitution. Jdust nlier the. country hud.
emerged from the war of Ludvjsudunce, when its
struggles, perils, and priveiples. were fre b io re-

membranee, snd the spirit of the Revolutivn yet |

Lived wod burned io every American Least, we
tmade our first sequisition uf teriitoryd Thut ie
fquigition was derived from— I might, pethay s, bet-
ter say ooufirmed by—the cessions of Virginin,
New York snd Connvcticut. It wne the 1 erri-
vory Northwest of tha River Olio, )
Covgress furthwith. procceded o consder the
wobject of its gow rmwent. Mr. Jeffusvn, Mr.
Howaell, and Mr. Chase, wate, #ppoittad ngims
mitten to druft an Ordinures imnling provienn oy
thut object. The Ordivueen repoited - wos the
work of Mr. Jefferson, und is morked thratgloo
by his spirit of eomprehonzive intelligonce nnd de-
votion to. liber1y. . It did not confine ite repards 1o
the tervitory scioally acquired, bul contemplnted
further nequisitions by the cessions of otlier States.

It providadfor the orgunization of temnporary and

peramnoent. Stuie Goverumenis in - all territory,
whether *‘ceded or tp be ceded,” from the 31st
paraliel, the boundary belweeo the Usited Stutes,
nod the Spanish provinee of Florideon the south, .
to the 424 parallel, the: Loaodery between this:
country and the British possossious oai the vorth, -
<Pl Territory wos to be formed: into States§
the settlers were to receive authority frvm the:
‘Governmeut to futm lemporary Governs
meots. The temporary Government was to con-
tinue in foree ustil the population should incresse
20 20000 ivhubitants; snd then ihe 18mporary
avera to be converted into permanepl Governriisnta.
Bath the temporary and ibe permanent Govern-
nents were to be established ppon certdin prinei-
ples, expressly set furth in the Otdinance, nstheir:
bagis. Chief among those was thie important pro-
vieo to.which I now ssk the aitentivo-of the-Ben-
ale: | ' ]
* Alier the year 1800 of the Christinn era there
shiall be neither Slavery or involuntary servitude in:
any of theisaid Siates, otherwise thun in the pun-
ishmest of erimes whereof 1he parties shall buve
been duly convicted fo liuve been ‘persouully.
guilty.”™ | '
Lot it be noted and remembered thnt ihis pro-
viso applied not .ovly to 1he territory which hd
been ceded eirendy by Viryina and the other
States, but to all territory ceded and to be ceded.
Thers ‘wan ‘not one inch «f territory withio the
whole limits: of the Hepublic swhich was vot cov-
ered by the olaims of one or anptlierof the States.
I was then the opinien of many statesmen—Mr.
Jefferson himself among 1hem—tbat the Uunited
States,  uoder the Constituion, were ivcnpable of
acquiring territory outside of the original States.
"I'be Jefleraon proviso,. therefure, extended 1o/nll
territory which it was then supposed the United
Sitates could pessibly ncquirs.
Wll, sir, what wes the actian upon this proviso?
Mr. Speight, of North Carsline, moved thet it be
stricken from the Ordinnnce j snd the vote stood,
for the provisio. six Stwtew—New Hampshire,
Massuchusetie, RHode Island, Conpecticut; New
York, and Ponosylvanis ; sgaivst the proviso,
thres States—Virginia, Maryland, aod  Scuth
Carolion. Delaware and Georgia were not then
represented in the Congress, and the vote of North
Carolina, being divided, was pot counted ; nor was
the vote of New Jersey counted, one delegate oniy
being preseut. But the Senste will obeerve that
the Btates stood »ix to three. Of thetwenty:three
delegates present, sixteen wers fur the provisioand
eeven sgaiost it. The vote of the Siares was: two
to ous, and that of the delegnt®s more than two to
one, forthe proviso. But uuder the provisions of
he Artivles of Confederation, which then con-
trolled the legislation of Congress, the voles of 5
majority-of ull the States wers necessary to remin
it in the Ordinance.  Ivfuiled, consequently, pre-
cisely as a provizo in a treaty mast fuil, un'ess it

receive the votes of iwo-thitds of the members of

the Sennte.

Sir, if that dootrine of the riglits of mejorites, of

which we hear so much and see in wet nod prac-
ties go little, bad then been recognised—if the
wishiea.of a mnjority of the Siates and of the ma-

jority of the delegates had prevailed—if tho nlmost

universnl sentiment of the prople had been re-
Fpectsd, the questioa of Slwvery in tlis country
would have beoo settled that day forever. - Allthe
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territory aequired by the Union would bave been
covered with the impeostrable wgis of freedom,
But thep, as now, thers was a slave interest in the
country—iben, ne now, 1kbere was & slave power.
The iolerest was comparalively emsll, snd the
power comparatively weak ; but they were suffic-
ient, under the then existing Guvernment, To de-
Teat the proviso, and travsfer the great question of
Skvery to futore discussion. The fucts which I
have detailed, however, are scfiisient 1o show
‘what “was“the geveral sentiment, and what was
ibe original policy of the country, in respect to
Slaverys It was ooe of limitation, discourage-
ment, repression.

What sext accurred ! ‘The soliject of organiz-
ing this Territory remained befura Congress. Dir.
Jefferson, in 1785, went to France. His great in-
fluence was no longer felt in the couscils of the
cduntry ; but his proviso remnived, and in 1787
was ingorporated into the Ordinance for the gov-
eroment of the Territory Northwest of the River
Otiio.  T'beg the SBeanateto oliserve, that thie Ter-
ritory was, ‘et (hat moment, 1he whole territory
belonging to the Uaited Statas. I will not trouble
the Senste by reading the proviso of the Ordi-
oncce.. Itis enough to eny that the Jefierson pro-
viso of 1784, cogpled wilh a provision suving to the
original States of the Union a right to reclsim fu-
gitives from serviee, was incorporated into the Or-
dinance, and became a fundamental Inw over every
foot of National territory. What wae the policy
indicated by this action by the fathers of the Ro-
public 7" - Was it that of indifferentism between
Slavery and Freedom 7—that of estublishiog s geo-
graphical line, on one side of which thers should
be Liberty,. and oa the other side Slavery, baoth
equally woder the proteetion and ceuntenange of
the. Governmeot1 . No, sir; the furthest thing
possible from (hat. It was the policy of excluding
Slavery from all, Nutiooal territory. It was
adopted, too, under remarkable circumstances.
The teritory uver which it swas established was
claimed by Virginia, in right of her charter, and in
right' 6f conquest. ' The gallaot George Rogers
Clurke, ene of the bravest and noblest rons of thar
Statey. lind; with & small body of troape; raived
under her sothority, inveded snd eongueredibe
tertitury,. Siavery. wasd sirendy there, under rhe
Frenel: coloninl law, and aleo, if .the claim: of Vir-
.5}"?‘- wes well founded, under the, laws of that
‘State. These fucts prove thet the first applica-
tion of the originul policy of the Government con-
verted shive l'i!frili:rjlr into free territory. |
. Now, sir, whut goarantens wera given for the
miute mance of this- poficy in time™ to ¢ome? ']
quen, upomithis Soory vdverted 1o & Teét, which his
oot atirmeied so miueh ‘aitention” 83, in' iy jodg-
ment. its importance deserves.  Itis this. While
the Coogress.was fmming this Ordinsnce—e Imost
the Just act of ita illustrious 1.bers—the Convention
which frmmed e Cotstituivn was eitting in Pl .
adelpliin. . Severnl geptlemen were members of:
both bodies, snd et the time this Ordicance wos
adopted, no proposition in reej ect to Slavery had
been dizeussed in the Cunvedtion, except th t
which resblifed in the establishment of the 1hree-
ifths élaven. ' It s impuésible 1o sny, witl abso-
fute cerminy, thuiahe wcerparation of thut eleGe

into the Coustitution, which guve the sluve Siutes

u reprasentation fir three-ffilis of théir slaves. had
nnything to do with the unsnimuus vote by which
the proviss was encrafted vpon the Ordinsoer; but
the coincidence iz remarkpbie, aod justifies the ju- |
ference that the facis, wore cooseoted. At ull

eveota, the, proviso cun burdly fuil to have béen ve- |
garded ns wilording a guorintes. fon the perpetia- |
tivp of the policy whivh it estublisbed. 3 |
Alveady sexen of ;the origioal thirteen Stutes |
hnd tnken menssures fur the abiolition of Blaverd

wiihin their linits. pod were regrided as fan
Siatee.. , Six only ol the arigionl. Staies wers re--|
garded as sluve Stutes. The Osdivance proviled
furthe treation of five oew Ties States, nnd thus
pecured the devided arcendency of the free Stotes
intbe Confedormtion. The perpetuitivn of Sha

veuy even in shy Brate, it is quile olivioos, was put
then even thowght of. ’

And ‘now, bir, et me tsk the'atteniion of the'
Senate to the Constitution itseif.’  That charter of
our Goversment ‘wis tot formed upon pro-slavery
priveiplesy but ‘oo anti-élivery jitinciples. Ttoo-
where racognises ‘any righit of property in man.
[t-nowhers confers upon the Guvernment which
it crentes; mny power to establish or lo continve
Siavery. Mr. Mudison Wimeelf records in his re-
port ol the debate of {he Convention his cwn de-
cincution, ‘thuf W' was wrong to admit in the Con-
stitution the iden thut 1hers could be projerty in
men.  Every elouse in the Constitution which re-
fers in sny way 1o'élaves speaks of them as per-
soes, ard excludes the ideaof property.  In some
of thie States; it is trae, sluves were regirde'd 08
property. ' '
"'The lenguage of Mr. Justice” Mc¢Lean ou this
-poiat s very striking. e says:
¢ *Thst cannbt divest ‘them of the lending and
controlling quslity of persooe by which they are
designuted in the Counstitution. The charzoter of
property is given them by the local lnw. This
law is respected, and all rights under it are pro-
tected by the Federal suthorities. But the Con-
stitation acts upoo sluves gs persons, and not as
property.”

Well, #ir, not only was the iden of property in |
men excluded from the Constitution ; oot opnly
was there no power granted to Congress 1o au-
thorize or ‘enabls any man to hold another as
property, but ao smendment was uflerwirds en-
grafied vpon the Constitution, ‘which especinlly
denied all such power.

The history of that amendment is worth atten-
tion. . The State which the Senators from Vir-
ginin so sbly repretent on 'this flwor; was one of
those which immedintely sfter the adoption of the
Constitution vroposed amendments of it. Ooe of
the amendments which she proj osed was this:

«No free man ought to be taken, imprizoged,
or deprived of his freehotd, liberties, or franchises,
or outlawed, or exiled, or in any manner deprived
of his life, liberty, or property, but by 1be Jaw of
the h‘dl”

. Did Congress adopt that smendment? No,
sirq it was adoptsil and proposed to the Siates o
very different amendment, It wes (his=:

“No person * ®* ®* shall be deprived of
:ira. liberty, or property, without due process of
AW .

- Now, sir, in my judgmeot, this probibition wns
tntended a8 & comprehensive guaraotes of persons
l fipedoms, and dening absalutely to Congrées the
power of legishuting for the estabiishment or main:
tonance of Sluvery. This emendment; of iSe\f,
rightly interpreted and applied, would be sufficisot
to pravent! the introdoation of sluves into any ter-
ritory -scquired by -the Usited States. : At all
eveuts, taken in.conneciion with the Ordiganes,

‘within the limits of the State, sod can have oo

‘Stute legislation. I might fuete the scornful re-
| jection by Randolph of ull aid from the Genernl

| very would ba grohibited io-the ceded

it shows conclusively the absence of sll intention
opon the part of the founders of the Governmeut
to afferd any covalenanes or protection to Slavery
outeids of the State limite.  Departure from the
truse interpretation of the Constitution bas ereated
the neceseily for more pasilive proliibition.

My general view uvpon this subjeet is simply
this: Slavery is the subjaction of one man to the
absolute disposal of enother man, by force. Mas-
ter and slave, according to the principles of the
Daclarution of Independenca, and by the law of
nature, are alike men, éndowed by their Creator
with equnl rights. 8ir, Mr. Pinkney was right,
when, in the Marylsod House of Delegntes, he
exclaiimed, * By the eternal principles of jastice,
60 mao in the State bes a right to hold bis sl wve
for a single hour.” Sluvery, ihen, exists nowhére
by the law of nature. Wherever it exists at all,
it must be through the eanction and . support of
muaicipul or State legislation. -

Upon this state of things the Constitution acts.
It recognises all men as persons. 1t coufers no
power, but, on ihe contrary, expressly depies all
power to the Governmeut of its ereation to estab-
lish or continue Slavery. Congress has no more
power, under the Coustitution, to make a slave
than to make s king; no more power to establish
Slavery than to establish the lnquisifivo,

At tha same time, the Constitution confers no
power on Congress, but, on the contrary, denies
all power to ioteifere wiih the internal polidy of
any State, sanctioned and established by its own
Constitution and its ewn legislation, in respect to
to the personal relniions of ite iobabitents. The
Statee, voder the Copstitution, are sbsolutely free
from sll interfereges by Cougress in that resprect,
except, perhaps, in the case of war or insurrec-
tioo; sod may legislate ss they please witkin the
limits of their own Coustitutions. They mny
allow Slivery, if they plense, just as they may
license other wrongs. Bat Stute lnws, by which
Siavery ie allowead nnd regulnated, can operata only

axira territoriul effect.

Sir, 1 could guote the opisiors of Sosthern
judges ad infinitum, in support of the doctrine thay
Blayery is sgainst natural right, sbaolutely depen-
dent fur its existence or continuance upon the

Guvernment to the instifution of Slavery witiin
the States. I mizht quote the decision of the
eelebrated Chancellor Wythe, of Virginin— over-
ruled afrerwards, 1 know, sir, in the Court of Ap
penls—thint Slhvery wne.po nguinst juetice, that the
presumption of freedom must be allowed in fuvor
ol -évery nlleged sluve sning for Lberty. snd that
the apus of pruviog the contrury rested upen the
master.

1 1hisk, sir, 1 bave now shown thut the Ordi-
nence of 1787, and the Coostitution of the Uaited
States, were mbsolutely in harmony one with the
other; and thut if the O:dinunes hud never been
adopied, the Constitution itsell, properly inter-
preted snd adminitered, would bave excluded
Slavery from sll pewly-nequired territory. DBut
i, whatever opinion muy be entertrined in re-
gpect to the ioterpratation of the Constitution
whigh [ defeod, one thing is nhrolutely indisput-
nble, and that ie, that it was the originul policy o
the country to exclude Slave:y from sll nations]
territory.

Thut policy wae pever depa ted from until the
your 1700, when Congress nceepind 1he cession of
what is now Teonesses. from North Carolioa.
But did the aceaptanes of that cession indicste any
purpoge «f establishing n gengraphical line between
Siavery and Freedom? Why, sir, onsthe con-
trary, the State of North Carclina, awnre that in
the. ubsesce of any stipulatioe to the contrary, Sla-
Titory, in
pursnnsce of the esiablished poliey of the Guvern-
ment, introduced ioto her deed of cession an ex-
press provision, that the anti-slavery artiele of the
Ordivance of 1787 should not be applied toit. It
may be eaid thnt Congress should lisve refused to
nccept the cession. I ngree in thnt opinion. But
Slavery nliendy existed in thet district as part of
the State of North Cerolioa, and it was probably
thought unreasonable to deny the wish of the Stute
for its conlinuance.

The same motives decided the action of Georgia
in making her cession of the territory between ber
weatern limits and the Mississippi, nnd the activa
of Congress aceepting it. The seceptance of both
of these cessions, ns well ne the adoption and re-
enactment by Congress of the slave laws of Mary-
land for the District of Columbia, were departures
from originul policy 3 but they indicated no purpose
to' establish oy geographical live. They were
the result of the gradunlly ivérensing indifference
to the claims of Freedom, plainly perceivable in
the listery of the country after the edoption of the
Constitution. Luther Martin hied complained io
1788—* when our own libertias werse ut stuke, we
warmly felt for the common rights of man. The
danger being thought to be passed which threat-
ened ourselves, we ars dnily growing more end
more ioeensible to thoss rights.” It was this
growing ineeosibility which led to these departures
from origiual poliey. Afterwards, in 1803, Louis-
innk was aequired from Fronce. Did we then
hasten to eswblish & geographical lina? No, sir.
In Louisinna, us inthe Territories acquired froms
Georgia and North Carolion, Congress refrained
from applying the policy of 1787; Congress did
not interfere with exisiing Slavery; Congress
.contented iteell with enncrments prohibiting, nbso-
lately, ‘the ictroduction of slaves from Leyond the
limite of the Unpited Slateai and also prohibitiog
their introduction fiom any of the States, except
by bona fide pwoers; actually removing to Louis-
inpa, for settlement, When Louisinon was ad-
mitted into the Union, in 1812, no restriction was
imposed upon lier io respeckto Slovery. At this
fime, there were sluves all slong up the west bank
of the Mississippi as far as St. Louis, #nd per-
haps even above.

Io 1818 Missouri applied for admission into the
Union. The free States then awoke to the dan-
gor of the total overthrow of the original policy of
the country. They saw that no State hud taken
mensures for the sbolition of Slavery since the
adoption of the Coostitution. They saw that the
feeble attempt to restrict the intraduction of slaves
into the territorice uwcquired from Georgin and
fromx France had wutterly failed. They insisted
lho;lfforn. that in the formation of a Constitutions
the people of ‘the proposed Sinte should embody
in it a provision for the gradual abolition of exist-
ing Slavery, and probibitiog the further istruduoc:
tien of slnves.

By this time the sluve interest had beceme strong

nod the slave power was pretly firmly established.
The demund of the free fitates was vehemently

f| of 36 deg- 30.min. wus cancarred in by one hua-

A bill preparatory to the admission of -Missouri.
conlaining the proposed resloration. was passed
by the Honpse and sent to the Sensts. In that
body the bill wns smendsd by striking out tha res-
triction; the House refused to concurinthe amend- |
ments the Sepate insisted upon it and the bill fail- !
ed. At the next eession of Congress the coniro-
versy was renewed. In the mean time Blaine
had been revered from Massachusetts, bind udopt-
ed a Constitution, snd tad@8pplied for admi sion 1|
inty the Union. A bill providiog for ber admis- |
gion paesed the.House, und was seot to the San-,
nte.  This bill was amendad in the Sen:te by tack
ing to it a bill for the admission of Misssuri, und
by the dddition of & eection prohibiting Slavery in
all the Territory scquired by Liouisinua porth of
36 deg 30 min. The Houss refused to concur in
these umendments, and the Senate nsked furn
Cemmittee of Conferenes, 1o which the House
sgreed. Doring the progress of these events, the
House, sfter pussing the*Maine bill, had also pass-
ed a bill for the admissionof Miseouri, embodying
the restriction upon” slavery in the State. The
Senate amend#d the bill by striking out the res-
triction, and by inserting the seclion prohibiting
Sluvary north of 36 d»g. 30 min.

This section eame from the South; throogh Mr.
Thomns, the Senator from Illinois; who hud uni-
tormly voted with the slave Stales agaivet all res-
iriction. It was adcpied ontbe 17.h of Februnsy,
1820, es nn nmendment to the Maine and Missou-
ri bill, by 33 nyes, against 10 noes.*

Mr. Hooter. 1 thiok that the provision passad
without n division in the Sencte.

Mr. Chase. The Senator is mistaken. Four-
teen Senators from the Sluve Sintes, nod twenty
from the free Sistes, voted for that umendment.
Eight from the former, and two fiom the latter,
voted sgiinst it.  No vote by ayrs and noes was
taken when the same amendment wns engrafted
upon the separate Missouri b ll, n few duys lster; |
the sense of the Senate having been usce:tsioed |
by the former vote.

This was the coodition of matters when the
Committes of Conference for which the Seoate
had asked, made their report.. The membars of
the rommiltee from the Seauta were, of courss,
favorable to the Sennte smesdments. In the
House, the Spesker, Hanry Clay, was also in fa-
vor of them, and be hud the appoin'meot of. the
gommittee. Of coursehe took earo,ns he has since
informed the eoantry, to coustiiyie the committes
ijn uch mannar and of such persons o would be
most likely to secure their ndoption. . The resalt
wns what might bave beea expected.  Tha com-
miltes recommendad that the '‘Senats should re-
code from its amendments to the Maina bill, and
and that the Houne shguld concur in the amend-
ments to the Dlissouri bill. Enoogh members from
the free Siates were found ta turn the scale
ngains the proposed restriction of Sluvery in the
State; sod the amendment of the Senate striking
it out. wns concurred iu by nisely yeas, sgaiost
eighty-sevan nnys.

From this mement, succ#eslul opposition to the
introduoction of Missuuri with glavery wos impos-
sible.. Nuthing remsived but 1o determive the

character of the residue «f the Liouisinna acquisi-
tioo; nod the nmmesdmens prelibiting Sluvery worih

dred and thirty -four yeas, aguinst forty-two anys.
Of the yens, thirty-eight were hom slave and
ninety-six frem free Statess of the nays, thirly-
saven wera from eluve Siates. and five from [ree.

frea Stares, hns been fulfilled to the leiter.

the slave States propose to break vp the contrsct,

fres States, and upon the doctrins of suparsedure
which if sanetioved nt sll, must be isevitubly ex-
tended s ra to everthrow the existing prohibition
of Sluvery in all the orgavized Tesritories.

Let me resd to the Seonte some paragraphs
from Niles's Register, published in Baltimore
Mareh 11, 1820, which show clearly what was
then the universal understandiug in respect to this
arrangement.

«TheTerritary north of 36 deg. 30 min iz for-
ever’ forbidden 1o be peopled with sluves, excnpt
in tha State of Missouri. The right, then, to in-
Lisbit Slavery 1n any of the territories is clerly
and eomjpletely mckuowledged, noditis condiion-
ad, as 1o some of them, that even when they be-
come States Stavery shall be ‘foreves’ probibited
in them. There is no hardship 1 ihis, The
Territories belong to the United States, snd Gov:
ernment may rightfully prescribe the terms on
which it will digpose of the public lands. This
grent point was ngmad to in the Senate, 33 vo'es
to 11; ond in" the llouse of Representatives, iy
134t0 42, or reslly 139 t0 37. And we trust itis
determioed “forever' in respect to the countries
now subject to legislation of the Generul Govers-
ment."” x

T ask Senatora particularly to mark this:

v ]t ig true that the Compromise is svpporicd only
by'the letter of the law, vepealable by the authorily
which enieled it; but the circumstances of the case
give fo the lyw ¢ MORAL FORCE equal to that of a
positive priviston of  the Constitution; and we do
not huzard anything by raying thut-the Constilu-
lion exists in its observimer. Both . pirties have
sucrifived mueh to concilliation.  #Fe wish (o see
the cosrpacT Kept in good fuith and we trust that
w-kisd Providéence will open the way to relieve us
of nn avil which every good citizen depreesates as

the supreme rurse of the country." '
That, sir, was the fangnage of a Marylander, in

1820. Haexpressed the universal nuderstanding
of the country. Here, then, is the gompucl com-
plete, petfect, irrepealable, which is embudied i
a legislative nct. It had the two sacuins of the
cauntry for its parties, a great terrilory for ita sub
ject, and a permuasnt adjustment of s dangerous
controversy fur itsobject. - It was foreed vpon the
{res States. 1t has been litterally fulfilled by the
fres Statas: It is binding, indeed, only upon hon-
or and canscience; but, in such a mutter, the vb-
ligntions of bovor and consciencp muit be regard-
ed gs even miore sacred thao those of constitu-
tiooul provisions. -

Mr. Pressdent if there was any prineiple which
prevailed in this arrangement, it was thnt of per-
mitting the continunnce of Slavery iothe locali-
ties where it notunlly existed at the time of the
acquisiton of the Territory, end prohibiting it in
the parts of Territory in which vo slaves were ae-
tuslly held. This wasa wile depariura from the
aviginnl policy which eontemplatad the exclosion
of Sluvery from terrifories in which it actually ex-
isted at the time of nquisition.  Buat the'idea that

tory under the Sanction of Congressy bmd not, ns
yét, entered into any man's hend.

Among thoss who voted with the minority wis !
Mr. Liowades, of South Carelion, whose vole, es-
timuted by the worth ‘and Loour of the maa out- |
weighs many opposites.

Now, for the first time wzs the geographical
line established between slavery and freedom in
this country.

Let us pruse and ascertain upon what principle
this Compomiss was sdopted, and to what territo-
ry it applied. The contriversy was between the
two great secticns of the Union. The subject was
a vast extent of almost unoeenpied conntry, em-
bracing the whole territory west of the Mississippi.
It was territory o which slive law existel atthe
time of acquisition, The compromise section con-
tained oo provision sllowing slivery south of 36
deg. 30 min. 1t gould uever have received the
sanction of Coogress if it bad. The continuance
of Slavery wus there left to the determination of
circumstspces. Thera wns nu implied under-
standing that Coogress shuuld oot jnterfere with
the operation of tliose circumstanges—and thot
was all. . The probibnion porth of 36 deg, 30 mio.
was abeolate and perpetual. The act in which &t
was cootained wes submitted by the President to
the Cubinet,. for their opinion upon the constitu-
tivoality of that prohibition. Calhoun, Crawlord
and Wirt, were members of thut Cabinet. Ench,
in & written opinion sffirmed its constitutionality,
and the nct received the sanclion of the Presi-
dent.

Thus we see that the parties to the sarrange-
ment were the two segtions of thie conolry—the
free States on one side—ihe slave S:ateson the
other. The Subject of it was the whole territory
west of theMississippi,outside of theStuteof Lou-
isinna: ond the practical operativn. of it was, the
division of this térritory betwesn the institutivn of
Slavery and the iostitution of Freedom.

The mrrangement wes proposed by the slave
States. It was carried by their votes. A lurgs
majority of fouthern Senators voted for it; a ma-
Jjority of Sow hern Representutives voted for it. 1t
was spproved by all the Southern Members of ihe
Cabinet, and recsived the sanclion of a Southern
Presidest. The compsact was embodied in a sin-
gle bill, containing reciprocul provisions. The ad-
mission of Misseu.i with slavery, and the under-
standing that slavery should not be prolubited by
Congress south of 36 deg. 30 min. were the con-
siderations of the perpetusl prohibition nor h of
that line; and that prohibition was the considara-
tion of the admission, and the understanding. The
slave Sutes raceived a large sliare of the consider-
ation comiog to them, puid in haod. Missouri

*The vote was as follows:

Aves—Messra. Mortill snd Parroit of New
Huampsbive; Mellen and Oug, of Mussnohuselts;
Dape und Laomnn, of Conneciicut; Burrill and
Hunter, of Rhode Istand; Pulmer and Tichenor,
of Vermont; King and Sauford, of New York:
Diokerson nod Wilsen, of New Jersey; Lowrtie
and Roberts, of Pennsylvania; Rupgles and Trim-
Ule. of Ohio; Horsey and Van Dyke, of Delnware;
Lloyd and Pinkoey, of Muryland; Stokes of North
Carolios; Johuson god Logan, of Kentogky; Ea-
ton and Willinms, of Tennessee; Brown snd
Johnson, ‘of Logisinnn; Ledke. of Mississippis
King and Walker, of Alabsnm; Edwards nod
Thomas; of lHinois.

Nogs—>Mesars. Noble and Tuylor, of Indiann;
Barbour and Plessunts, of Virginiu; Mucon, of
North Curolina; Ghillard aed Smith, of South

Mr. President, I shall hinsted to a'conélusion.—
In 1848 we sequired & vast tervitory from- Mrxico
The free States demandsd that this territory, lree
when ' acquired, shoukl remain free under (Le
Govornment of the United States.  The Senator
from THinoia tells us that he proposed the exten-
sion of the Missouri Campromise Tite through ilis
territory, aud complaing thut it was rejected Ly
thie votes of the frae States. So it was. Aund
why?! Because the Missouri Compromise =p-
pliad to ferritory in which Slavery was alrendy sl
lowed. The Missouri prohibition ¢xempted a por-
tion of 1his territory, and the larger portion from
the evil. Itcarried out. in respeet to thet, the
original policy of the conntry. Dut the extension
of thut line through the territny wequired from
Mexico, with the understending which (he Senn-
tor from llinocis and his friends attached to i1,
would introduce Slavery into a vast region in
which Slavery at the time of acquisition wae bu
allowed. To ngree to it would hive been to re-
verse totally the original policy of the coumtry,
and to disregard the priociple upon which the
Missouri Compromise was based.

It is trus that when the controversy in respeet
to this Territory came to a concluginn, the provis-
ians of the acts by which tervitorial Gaverninents
were orgenizad,were in some respecis worsse thun
that propoeition of the Sepnator. While those Lil
profissed to leave the questim of Slwyery or oo
Sluvery in the Territories, unnffected by their
provisions, to judicial decision, they did. neverthe-
less, virtually decide the question for all the terri-
tory covered by them, so fur as legislation could
decida it, nguinst Fresdom. Califorois, indeed,
was admitted ns a free State; und by her admission
the scheme of extending a line of slave States to
the Pacific wns for ths time defeated. The prin-
ciple upon which Northern friends of the Territo
rinl Compromise acts vindicted their support of
them was this: Slavery is prolibitud io these
Territories by Mexican law; that law is oot re-
pealed by any provision of the aets; indeed, said
many of them, Bluvery cannot exist in any Ter-
ritory, except in virtue of a postive sct of Congress;
no such wet ellows Sluvery there; there is no dun-
ger, therefore, that any sluves will be taken into
the Territory. Southern supporters of the mea-
gures sustained them upon guite ppposite grounds,
Uader the provisions of the Federal Conatitution
they eaid, the sluvehalder can hold his glavea in
aoy Territory, io spite of any preliibition of u Ter-
ritorinl Tiegisinture, or evan of an set of Congress.
The Mexican law forbidding Slavery wns ubro-
gated at the moment of acquisition, by the opeva-
tion'of the Constituion. Congress has nit under-
taken to impose any prohibition. We ean, there-
fors, take our slaves there, if we please.

The committee tell us that this question was
left in doubt by the Territorial bills.

What, then, wne the principle, if noy, upon
which this controversy was adjusted ! Clenrly
this : That when froe territory is aoquired, that
purt of it which is ready to come inus n free State
ghallbe adaitted. into the Union, aod .ihwt part
which is not roady shall be ogoized into Territo-
rinl Governiients, and its condition in réspect to
Blavery or Freedom shinll be left in dopbit during
the whole ].mri'unl of its Perritorial existence.

Tcis quite obvious, Mr. Prosident, low very
prejudicinl such a doubt must ba to the sattlement
and improvement o the Territory.  But 1 wust

i and with the arigiaal provision of 1he Constitation,
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Caroline; Elliote and Walker, of Georging, sl
Williams of Miuim-i!npi. ’

ugl pruse upen L,

withiout the consent and agrinst the will of the

Shvery oouldever be introduced into froe Terri |

The
non-garrender of fugitives from service was one.
The existence of Slavery and the slive trade hers
in this District and elsewhers, under the exclusive
juri=diction of Congress, was another. The »p-
prelienced introduction or probibition of Slavery in
the Territories furnished other grounds of contro-
varsy. 'I'hie Slave Siates compliived of the fres
States, und the frec States complained of the slave
Sintes. It was supposed by some that this whole
ngitation might b stayed, and fioally put at rest,
by skillfully adjusted legislation. No, sir, we had
the Ounuibus Bill and its sppendages, the Fugitive
Slave Bill, and the District Slave Trude Suppres-
sion Bl. To plense the North—to plesse the
free States—Culifornia was to be adinitted, and
the sluve despota hers in the Distriet wers to be
broken uwp. To pleass the slave States, 8 strin-
grot Fugilive Slave Act was 1o be prssed, and
Slavery was to have a chance to get ioto the new
Territories. Thke eupport of the Senaters snd
Representntives from Texes was 1o bo gnined by
a libernl adjustment of Loundury, sad by the as-
sumption of a large portion of their Stare debr.—
The general result contemplated was a complete
and fian! ndjustment of all questions relating to 8lu.
very. The ucts passed. A number eof the friends
of 1he acts signed a compact, pledging themselves
to support no man for any office who would inany
wiy resew the agitation. The conntry was re-
fuired Lo scquiesce in the setilement as an ubso-
lute fianlity.

No man coneerned in carrying those mensures
through Congrese, and lesst of ull the distinguished
man whose effurts mainly contributed to their ste-
ceas, ever imagined that in-the Territorial nets
which furmed a part of the series, they were 1 hin-
ting the geyms of a new agitation. [odeed, T have
proved that one of these acts contaiced an express
stipulation which precludes the revival of the ngi-
tstion in the form io which it is now thrust upon
the country, without munifest disregard of the
pruvizions of those ncts themselves.

I huve now proved besood controversy that the
averment of the Lill, which my amend.cent propo-
ses to sirike ont, s untrue. Senators, will yon
unite io a s'atement which you know to be con-
tradicted by thehistory of the country? Wil you
incorporate into 0 public statate an sMiimation
which is contradicted by every event which atten-
ded or fullowed the adoption of the Compromise
acte?  Will you bere, acting nader your high re-
apengibility as Senators of the States, nssert ns
fuct, by @ solemn vote, that which the personal
recollection of avery Senator who was here during
the discussion of those Compromise acts disproves?
[ will vot Lelieve it until I see it. 1 you wish to
breuk up thetime-honored compact embodiad in
the Missouri Compromise; transferred irto 1he
Joint resoluion for the aonexntiog of Texns, pre-
saived and 1fficmed by thess Compromise scte
themselves, do it openly—do it Luldly. Rupeil
the Missanri prohibition. Repoul it by a direat
vote.. Do ‘not rapes! it by indirsction. Do oot
* declare™ it “inoperafive,” *because suppressed
by the prinoiples of the legislation of 1350,

Mr. President, three grent drus hive marked
the histary of this eountry, in respect to Slavery
Ths first muy be characterized as tle Em of Ex-
FRANSCHISEMENT. It commenced with the estli.
eststraggle for national indepeudance, The spirit
which inepired it animated the Kenrts and promp-
ted the effurts of Washington, of Jefferson, of
Putrick Henry, of Wytlie, of Adums, of Jay, o!
Hamihoun, of Morris; in short of all the great men
of our early history. Al these bhoped—all 1hesa
lubored for—ull these believed in the finul deliver
ance of the country from the curse of Slvery,—
That spirit burned in the Daclaration of !ndepén-
dence, and inspired the provisioris of the Cunstita-
tion nad of the Ordinance of 1787. Under its in-
flaence. when in full vigor, Stute afier Stute pro-
vided for the emancipation of the slives within
their limite, prior to the adoption of the Copstitu-
tion. Under its feebler influence at a later period,
and during the administration of Mr. Jeffarson,ihe
importation of slives was prohibited into Missis-
sippi nod  Louisiane, in the fiat Lope that those
Territories nright finally become free Siates.—
Gradually that spirit ceased to influence our pul-
lic eouncils, and lost irs control over t*e Americon
heort and the American fblicy. Anoiher Era
succeeded, but by such imperceptible graduations
that the lines which separate the two caonot be
troced with sbsolute precision, The facts of the
two Eras mest snd mingle as the currents of con-
fluent streams mix so impereeptibly thnt the ub-
server canaol fix the spot where the meeting waters
blend, .

This second Ern wias the Era of CoxservaTisa.

Its great maxim was to precerve the exigling con-
dition.  Men eaid, lot things remnin as they are;
let Sluvery stny where it Is; exelude it whers it is
no'; rofrain from disturbing the public guiet by ag-
itation; ndjust all differences that arise, oot by the
application of principles, but by compromises.

It was during this period that the Senator tells
us that Slavery was muiotgined in IMincis, buth
while a Territory und afier it became o State, in
despite of the provisions of the Ovdinance. Itis
true, sir, that the slaves held in the llliuvis coun-
try, uoder the French law, were not regarded ns
ubsolutely emancipated by the provisigos of the
Ordinance. Bat full effect was given to the Ordi-
nance in excluding the introduction of slves, and
thuff the Territory was preserved from eventunlly
bec ming nsluve Stute. The few siave Lolders in
the Tsrritory of Indinnn, which then incladed 11-
linpis,suceseding in obtining such an ngcendancy in
i's affsirs, thut repeated applications were made.
not merely by conventions of delegates, but by the
Territorial Liegisintura itself, for n suspenrsion of
the-clause ic the Ordinance probibiting Slivery.
Thess applications were reported upon by John
Ruudolph, of Virginia, in the Houss, and by Mr.
Fraoklin in the Seon's. Both the reports wers
agsinst suspension. The grounds stated by Ran=
dolph are specially worthy of being considered
now. They are thus stated in the report:

«That the committes J&em it highly dangerous
wnd inexpedient to impair a provision wisely cai-
culated to promote the happiness and prosperity
of the Northwestern country, and to give strength
and security to that extensive frontier. In the
s lutary oparation of this sagacious and begevelent
restraint, itis believed that the inhabitants of In-
dinna will ut no very distant day, find ampla re-
munération for utemporary privation of lubor and
of emigration.'*

Sir. these reports, made in 1803 and 1807, *and
the uction of Congress upon them, io confermity

with their reccommendation, ssved IHiimomm, sud
perhaps Indiane, from beeoming slave States.—
Whea the people of Iilisoisformed their State
Constitution, they incorporated into it & section
providing that neither Slavery mnor involuntary
sorvitude shull be. herenfter introduced inlo this
State. The Constitution made provision for the
continued service of ihe few persous who were
originully beld ts elaves, and then bound to service
under the Territoris} laws, and for the freedom of
their children, and thus securad the final extine-
tion of Slavery, The Semator thinks that this re-
sult is not sttributuble to the Ordinanee. I diffes
from him. But for the Ordivsnce, I have no
doubt Bluvery would have been intreduced into In-

wa;-n.dmi!!ed witheut restriction, by the not ijlsalf- The truth is, that the Compromise acts of 1850 diuny, Ilinois, and Ohio. It is something to the
Every other pait of the sompact, on the part of 1he | were not intended to iotroduce any prineiple of
No | Territorial organization applicabls to eny other
partof the compeet on the partof the sleve Siates | Territory except that covered by them. The pro-
has been fulfifled at all, except in the admission of | fessed object of the friends of the Compromise
Iowa and tha organization of Misnssotu; and now | ncls was to compose the whole Sli®ery agitation.
| Thers were varioas matters of complaint.

credit of the Era of Conservatism, uniting it in-
fluences with those of the expiring Era of Eo-
franchisement, that it maintuioed the Ordinaoce
of 1787 in the Nurthwoet,

The Era of Cunservatism passed, also, by inr-
perecpiible g:aldutions, juto the Ern of SLAVERT
Prepicaxpisn. Uoder thsinflyences of this new
spirit, we opened the whola Territory a:q;}ir'e{]
from Meéxico, except Culilornia, 1o the ingreas of

iean prohibition; and yet, by the legislation of 1850,
we consented to expose it to the lotrodoction of
sloves.  Sume, 1 believe, have besn actually car-
vied intu Utah and into New Mexico. ~ They muy
be few, perhaps, but n few nre epough to affect
materinlly the probable character of their futare
Governients.

Sir, 1 believe we are on the verge of another
Era. Theiotroduction of this question here, and
its dizcussion, willgreatly basten its advent. That
Era willbe the Eva of ReacTion. We, who io-
siat upon the danutionslizition of Slavery, nnd np~
on the sbsolute divorce of the Geéneral Govern-
ment from all connection with ir, will etand with
itha men whao favered the Compromise aets, and
who yet wish to adhere to them, in thefg letter
and in their spirit, against the repea! of the Misgou-
1i prohibition.  Youmuay pass it here. ¥iu foay
sandit to the other Hovse. It may become law.
But its effect will be to satisfy all thinking men
thiut no compromizes with Slavery will enduors, ex-
copt 50 "ong as they serve the interests of Blavery;
and that thére is no safe and henorable groand to.
stand ujon,except that uf restricting Slavery within.
State limits, and excluding it absolutely from tlie
whole gpbere of Federal jurisdiction. The old
guestions between politicil parties ars ot rest. Nb
great question £0 thoroughly possesses the public
mind as this of Slavery. This discussion will has-
ten the inevitable re-orgruization of pariies upon .
the new issues which our circunstnnees suggest,
It will light wp s fiveio the couniry which mey,
perhips, consume those who kipdleit. -

I cunoot believe thut the peaple of this gountiy
inve so fur lost sight of the maxims and priociples
ofthe Revolution, or are so insensible-to ‘the abli-
gutions which those maxims and principles impose,
as to acquiesce iu the violstion of this compeet.—
Sir, the Seopator from Illinois tells us that he pro-
poses & final settlement of all territorinl guestions
in respect lo Slavery, by the spplicniion ofithe
pringiple of populsr sovereigoty. = What Lisd of
populur soversiguiy is 1het which allows gne por-
tion of the peojle to enslave apother portion? Ia
that the doctrine of equul rights? .Ja that exaet
justice? Iathat the tenching of enlightened, liber-
ul, progreesive Democracy? No, sirj ool  Thers.
can bo no res] Dempericy which does not fally-
maintain the rights of map, ssman. Living, prue-
tical, earnest Demicracy imperatively regaires us,
while carefully absiaiging from uoconstitutional in-
terference with the internal regulations of may
Riate upon tha su'jeet of Slavery, orany other
subject lo insizt vpon the pricticsl application of
it great principles io all the legislation of €opgress.

1 repeut, sir, that we who maintaio these prin-
ciples will stand shoulder toshoulder with the men
who, differiog from” us upon other questions; will
yet unife: with ns in opposition (o the violation.of
plighted (aith contemplited by this bill. There
ure men, and not & few; whoare willng to edbere
to the Comprenuse of 1850,  If the Mirsouri pro-
hitiition, which thut.Compromise incorporttesdod.
preserves among its own provisioos shullbe repenl-
sd, wbrogated, broken wmp, thoussnds will say,.
Away with:sll eompromises; they are nut worth
the paper on which they. ara printed; we will re-
turs to the old, priociplos of the Coaonitution.—
We will. nssert the ancient doctrine, that ng per-,
son shall be deprived of lifs, likerty, or propertz.by.
the lagislation of Congress, without dugprooess of
law. Currying out that principle into.its practical
applications; wo will not cesse our effurts uotil,
Slavery shall cease to exist wherever.it can be
reached by the censtitutionalaction of the Gyvern-
ment. -  Tu

Sir, I have fwith in progress. [ have faith in
Democracy. The plantiog evd growth of tiis
oation, upon this western contioent, was oot e
accident.  The estublishment of the Amerigsn
Guovernment, upon the sublime pringiples of the
Declnration of Independence, and the organization
of the Unioa cf these States, under our qi'usli‘ng,

by great ideas, guided by Divine Provideoee,—
These men, the fathers of the Republic, h_gvg be-
questhed to us the great dufy of so ndministering
the Govornment which they orgavized, as.to pro-
tect the rizhts, to guard the interests, and promote,
the woll-being of ull persons withia, its Jma:wl‘
tion, and thus preseat to the nations of the esrth e
noble example of wise and just eelf-government.—
8 r, I have faith enough to believe that we shall yet
fulfil this high duty.  Let ma borrow the inspira-
tion of Dlilton, while 1 decinre my telief, that we
huve yel a couglry * oot degenerated, nor druop-
ing to u fatal decay, but destined, by casting off the
vld and wrinkled skin of corruption, {0 outlive ':Zm'
pangs, ANXD WAX YOURG AGAIN, AND, ENTERING
THESLQRIOUS WAYS OF TRUTH AND PROUSFEROUY
TINTUE, BECOME GREAT AND
THESE LATTER Aces. DMethinks I.see invmy
mind u great and polssast ostion rousing bherseli
like a strong man of.er sleep, and; ehakiog her ins
vincible locks, Methinks 1 see her as an esgle
reewiog her mighty youth, and kwadiing ker un.
dazzled yes AT TUE FOLL MID DAY BEAN; FURQ-
ING AND UNSCALING HER LOXG-ABUSED SIGHT AT
THE FOUNTAIN ITSELF OF HNFAVENLY :unu_l!ct';
while the whole noise of timorous-and flocking
birds, with thoso nlse that love the twilight, flut.
tor nbaut, amazed at what rhe megos, and ip theis
suvious gubble woull proguosticate a yeor cf secty
and schisms.” r

Sir, we may [ulfil this sublime destiny, if wae
will but faithfully adhere to the greal maxims of
the Revplution; honastly carry into their legitimata
practioal applications the high principles of De-
mocraey; and preserve inviolate plighted faith wod
sulemn compocts. Lot us.do this, putting our
teust in the of cur fathers, and there s no
dream of prosperity, power apd glory,
which ancient'or modern builders of ideal oom-
moaweaiths ever coveeived, which we may not
lope to renlize. $ut if we turn aside Fom 1hese
ways of honor, to walk in’ the by-paths of tempo~
rary oxpadients, compromising with wrong, abet~
ting oppression, aud vepudipting teirh, 1he wisdom
and devotion and labers of gur futhers will bave
been all—all in vain.

Sir, | trast that the result of this disoussion wil:
show thet the American Seuvats will sunelion no
breach of compnct. Let us strike from the bill
the statement which listorical facls and our per-

sonal recollections disprove, and then reject every

ition which looks towend a violatiopygl the
s"li.;lﬂ.dmfuilb :uid solemo compiet which oor fith-
ern mude, and which we. their gons, are bound by
every Liv of cbligation, “;rﬂ“" o miniain, 3

Sluvery. Every foot of it wus covered by n Ma%

Caonstitution, was the work of great men, ,inppilrnd; ’
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