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at once gave it up, and the slaves were made
free. Such a wife was worthy of even Wash-
ington.

This is sufficient to show how the Father of
our iepublic regarded this subject. He has left
his living and dying testimony against Slavery.
What would be the language of the patriarch,
could his pure spirit return and take a position
smong us at this moment? On which side of
this contest would he range himself? Let no
man doubt; be would enlist with the friends of
Freedom. Let me press this inquiry a little fur-
ther. How would he be received in the «(Qld
Dominion "  Let the case of Underwood, lately
driven from Virginia, answer.

Hir, 1 blush to say what is now on my lips. It
Washington was alive, and a candidate for the
Presidency, with the Anti-Slavery sentiments
that he held while living, he could not receive a
single electoral vote south of Mason and Dixon's
line.

The testimony of Jefferson is still stronger.

He says

“There must be an unhappy infl on the
of our prople, s:ud-rrd by the ex of Slavery %
wt  The whale commerce between master and slave is

» perpetusl exercise of the most boisteroas passions, the
wost anremitting despotism on the one part, and -
ding submussions on the other | our childrea see this, and
lsmrn w0 smiiste 0" 4 The man must be 8 prodigy who
cua realn bos maaners nnd morals undepraved by such

their efforts to save a future Empire from the
withering curse of Slavery.

more! Would that this great nation could turn
its energies and united voice to the building up
an Empire, in the central ion of its domasin,
where the tread of Slavery shall never blight the
soil, nor degrade the image of God! Would that
the descendants of noble sires could unite in this
noble and holy mission, as did their fathers of
old! But the prayer is a vain one. Our South-
ern brethren turn a deaf ear to these appeals.
They have chosen another god than the god of
Liberty. The Moloch of Slavery has become
beautiful and lovely to them, and they are seek-
ing to extend his dominions. They have even
converted the children of light; and, in their
kneading-trough, have transformed many of them
in dough.

The Ordinance was reported on the 1ith of
July, 1787. The committee which reported it
consisted of Messrs. Carrington and R. H. Lee, of
Virginia; Kean, of South Carolina; Dane, of
Massachusetts ; and Smith, of New York.

The sixth section of the Ordinance is in these
words :

“There shall be neither Slavery nor involuntary servi-
tude in the said Territory, otherwise than in tte punish-
ment of erumes, whereof the party shall have been duly
convicted : Provided, always, That any persou escaping
it the sume. from whom labor or serviea is lawruliy

circumstances  And with what
be loadod 2

12 wne-halfl the citizens

el d i any oue of the original States, such fugitive
muy be lawful laimed snd conveyed Lo the person
{ g his or ber lubor or service as aforesaid.”

wha, per
thus 10 trample on the rights of the other, me t
wnito despots, nad these inwo enemies, destroys the morala
of the oue purt, and the amor patria of the other ! " Wi
the mornls of the p their industry siso is d a."

Agnin, he says :
“Andesd, | tremble for my eountry when | reflect that Goc

i jast; that his jostics cannot p forever; that, con-
sidering numbers, natare, and natursl meansonly, a revo-

The Ordinance was on the 13th of
July. The Journal of Congress thus recites its
passage ;

“ According to order, the Ordinance for the government

of the Territory of the United States northwest of the river
Ohio wns read & thicd time and passed, ns follows:

lunion of the wheal of fortune, an geof ?

1 among possible events; thal it may become probable

by supernataral interference. The Almighty has no mt-

tribate that can take sides with us i such & contest.”
Agnin:

“ What an incomprehensible machine 1s man® who can
endore 101l tnmune, siripes, imprisonment, and death it-
self, 1o vindicwuon of his own liberty ; and the next mo-
ment be denf 10 wll those motives whose power sup-
poried Mm threugh his trial, and infliet on s fellow men
u bondage, our hour of which is fraught with moie misery
than ages of tint which he rose 10 rebellion 10 oppose.”

Iu a letter to Dr. Price, of London, who had
interested himsell in bebalf of emancipation, he
BAYE :

* Northward of the Chesapeske, you may find here and
there an opponent o your dogirine, as you may find Lere
and there a roliber and & wunderer; but in no greater
number ™

In another letter, written to a friend in 1814,
we find the following emphatic language:

“ Your faver of July 31st was duly recoived, and rend
with pecshiar pleasure.  The sentiments do honor 1o the
hesd and heart of the writer. Mine on the sulyect of the
sinvery of negroes have long since been i the posses-
siow of e public, and tine has only served 1o give them
sronger rooL"”

= The love of justiee and the love of coantry plead
ecqriully the canse of these people. anid it 18 » reprosch to
us that they should have pleaded it so long in vain”

Again:

“ We mastwail with patience the workings of an over-
mling Providenre, nod that that is prepanng the de-
hiwerance of these oar brethren.™

Brethiren! Brethren! do we hear from the great
founder of the Democratic party? The language
of Virginia statesmen now i, * Goods and chat-
tels,” “ property,” “ human cattle.”

Hear him further :

* Wiken the measare of their tears shall be full, when
theur groans =hall bave involved Heaven itself in dnrk-
noss, doubtiess u Giod of justice will awaken o their
distre ws.™

In the original draught of the Declaration ot
Independence, he denouncea the King for keeping
open the slave markets in the Colonies against
their will ; he calls it an “ execrable commeree.”

In & letter to Mr. Sparks, February 4, 1824, he
avows his firm adherence to his opinions formed
in enrly life on this subject. Such i3 the lan-
gusge of the great Virginia statesman, the pride
of the free Democratic worldl. We have been
taught to lock to him as the sxponent of Demo-
cratic principles. They will stand the test and
scrutiny of time, and must prevail. By the side
of Jefferson, on this great question, stood Frank-
lin, Rush, Jay, Adams, Gates, George Clinton,
Madison, Monroe, and hosts of other leading and
patriotic spirits.

Mr. Jefferson has also left his dying record.
In a letter to James Heaton, on the subject of
Slavery, dated May 20, 1826, six weeks before
his death, he gays :

“ Wy sentiments have been forty gears before the pubiie
Had | repeated them foriy tmes, they would have only be-
come the more stale and threadbare.  Although | shall not
dive o see them comsummated. thew will not die with me |
tut, living or dying, they will sver be an miy mast fervent
prayess”

The eloquent Patrick Henry has left his record
agninst Slavery. He says:

“Would muy one believe that | nm mnater of s'aves of
my own ehoice? 1 will not, | enanot, justify . | be-
Lieve a time will come when un opportunity will be or-
fered 1o abolinh this lameaiabde eral™

Again, he says:

St wonld rejoier my very soul, that every one of my
feblovo-boings was emancipated.  We ought w0 Inment
and deplore the neeessity of holding our fellow-men in
bondnge ™

Here is the language of a noble man. He did
not call them © property,” but “fellow-men.”
Virginia gentlemen do not use such language at
this day.

Mr. Monroe, in a gpeech in the Virginia Con-
vention, said :

“We bave found that this evil bus preyed upon the
very vitals of the Union, wnd hus been prejudicinl 1o ull
the States in which it hes existed ™

1 ghall refer to only one more patriot of the
Revolution—the gallant and noble Lafayette.
He perilled his life and fortune for our cause,
and, in his last days, looked with anguish upon
the system of Slavery in this Republic. In a
letter to Mr. Clarkson, near the close of his life,
he anye:

| woald never have drawn my sword in the cause of

Amenien, if 1 could have conceived that thereby | was
tounding a land of Siavery ™

In & remarkable and interesting letter, written
Ly him in the prison of Magdeburg, he says:

“1 know not what disposition has been made of my
plantation at Cayenne ; but | bope Madames de Lafayetie
will take care that the negroes who caltivate it shall pre-
serve ther liberty ™

Himeelf in prison, in bondage, he was still
auxious for the liberly of others—even a fow
“ Africans.”

I am fond of quoting from Southern men.
There was & time when Liberty was national,
and to that time | always turn with delight. In
these degenerate times, we hear no note from
Freedom's harp south of thiz Capitol. Let us
cherish and preserve the music of better days.

Colonel Mason, a leading and distinguished
mewber of the Convention that formed the Con-
#titution, from Virginia, when the provision for
prohibeting the importation of slaves was under
cozslderation, gaid :

“The present yaestion eoncerns nol the nnporung States
nlowe, bt the whork Usiox.  Slarery docourages arts and
mwnnfactwres,  The poor despise lador when pecformed by
staves. Thew preveat the emagration of whides. who really
enrich and streagthen o conntry.  They produce the most per
wincrons ffort om manners.  Erery snasior of slares is born a
potty tyrant.  They brong the judgment of Heacen on a
country.  Ae nubons cannot be rewarded or punished in
the next worid, they must be in this. By an inevinlle
chain of enuses aod eflects, Providence punis”es nntional
=ms by nations! calamities. He Inmented thot some of
our Eastern brethren bad, frow a lost of gain, embarked
an this peiatioos traffic.  As 10 the Sintes being in posses-
=won of the right 10 tmport, this was the case with many
ather rights, now to be properly given up  He held 1
exsenbial. o every point of view, that the General Governmen:
should have poirer to prevent the increase of Slarery ™

This i& very good Republican doctrine. It
sounds very like what we hear from this side o1 the
Hall every day, for which we are called “ Black
Hepublicang ' and “ Sectionalists.” Strange to
eay, sir, the descendants of this man, and the
Represeniatives from his then noble State, de-
nounce this doctrine now a8 “treason” and
* Northern fapaticism.”

More than this, sir; to utter snch sentiments
lere at all, i# & dangerous business. 1If I should
gay that  every master of slaves is boru a petty
tyrant,” who weuld warrant my lead? For
uttering such sentiments now, in the State of
Virginia, a man would be mobbed, or driven
from the State, within twenty-four houra.

I have tarried longer with the fathers of the
Republic than 1 intended. 1 love to travel back
into those olden times, and pore over the rec-
ord of the acts and thoughts of the great high-
priests of Liberty. No man can read the history
of those times without being forcilly impreesed
with the strong opposition to Slavery that then
existed. The record is full. You find it in the
Declaration of Independence—ithe great charter
of Human Rights ; you find it in the Urdinance
of 1787, so often referred to in the discussion of
this guestion. 1 have ofien admired the wisdom
sud united actlon that secured g]l the territory,
then owned by the United States, 1o Freedom.
Thia act furnishes conclusive evidence that all
regarded Bla as an evil, and that they deter-
wined it -be:lﬂd., have no more land to blast and
desglate. The men of that day determined, if
they could not eradicate the evil where it then
existed, they would at least preven! its exten-
sion. Virginia had then just ceded to the Uni-
ted States the northwest of the Ohio
viver, out of which bas since been formed the
Ptates of Ohio, Indiana, Nlinois, Michigan, and
Wisconsin. Thomas Jefferson, as early as 1784,
with a foresight and a patriotism that entitles
him to gratitude for all coming time, conceived
the plan for excluding Slavery from this territory
jorever. The plan was not adopted that year;
bt in 1787 the tatives of the old Con-
federstion, assembled from nearly all the States,

M - Holion - - Aye.
Dane - - - = Aye.
New York - - Emith . . - Aye.
Wanng - - - - Aye.
Yates - - - No
New Jersey - = Clarke - - - - Aye,
Sehureman - - - Aye,
Delnwnre - - Kearney - - - Aye.
Mitchell - - = Aye.
Vieginin - lirayson - - - Aye
R H Lee - Aye
Carrington - - - Aye.
North Caroline - Hloumt - - - - Aye.
Hawkins - Aye.
South Carolina - Kean - - - Aye.
Huger - - - - Aye.
Giworgin - Few - - - - Aye.
Pieree - - Aye™

Every State represented voted in the aflirma-
tive—every Southern man voted for it— while
bat one single delegate from the North (Mr.
Yates, of New York) voted against it.

Thus was this great measure of Freedom car-
ried. No Southern rights were invaded then.
The statesmen of that day thought ouly of doing
their duty to their country and to posterity. The
idea of property in man had not perverted their
judgment. They rejected that guilty phantasy.
This early policy of restricting Slavery was
adopted two years before the adoption of the
Constitution, but at the exact time when that in-
strument was being framed. The Convention
that formed the Constitution and the Continental
Congress that passed the Ordinance were both in
session at the same time—one in New York and
the other in Philadelphia—and there i3 no doubt
there was a full understanding on this subject.
The clause in the Constitution giving Congress
“power to make all needful rules and regula-
tions " respecting the Territories, &c., must have
been suggested by the Ordinance, and designed
to sanction and approve it.

This view is confirmed by the fact that the
first Congress under the Consigtution, in which
were Madizon and other members of the Consti-
tationsl Convention, passed an act confirming
and re-enacting the Urdinance. The adoption
of the Constitution rendered some changes necea-
sary, such as the appointment of officera for the
Territory, &c. The preamble of this act of Con-
gress recites, that it is necessary certain pro-
visions shounld be made,” &c., in order that the
Ordinance “may continue to have full effect.”” This
act was signed by President Washington, who
was also President of the Constitutional Conven-
tion.

I am willing to rest the constitutional power
of Congress to prohibit Slavery in the Territories
on this action of Congreks, sanctioned as it was
by Madison and Washington.

From this time down to 18530, Congress ex-
ercised exclusive legislative control over the Ter-
ritories, prohibiting Slavery in every case where
it had no existence at the time, sud regulating it
in cases where it existed. If | had time, I wonld
refer particularly to the acts of Congress estab-
lishing Territorial Governments, and show how
uniformly Slavery was probibited in every free
Territory. Such was the case in Michigan and
Ilinois, by acts passed under Mr. Jefferson’s Ad-
ministration. Such was the case in Indiana,
Wisconsin, lowa, and Oregon,

In the great contest in 1820, which resulted in
the Missouri Compromise, the same principle
was reaflirmed. Missouri was admitted as a
slave State, on condition that the residue of the
Territory north of 26° 307 should be forever free.
A majority of the Southern members, in both
branches of (‘ongress, voted for Slavery prohibi-
tion in this case. The Senate was equally divided
between the North and South. Out of twenty-
two members from the Southi, fourteen voted for
the restriction, and eight agaiust it; and of the
Northern Senators, twenty voted for it, and two
agrinst it.

Of seventy-six Reprezentatives from slavehold-
ing States who voted on the question of restrie-
tion, thirty-nine voted for it, and thirty-seven
against it.  Of the Representatives from the free
States, ninety-five voted for it, and only five
against it.

Un the passage of the bill, as amended with
the restriction, a very large majority of the
Northern members voted against it. They were
in favor of the restriction, but opposed to the
ndmission of Missouri as a slave State. A very
large majority of the Southern members voted
for it, on its passage—all the Senators except
two; and all the Representatives except thirty-
seven.

Thus was this measure passed. It was a
triumph for the South. They gained the point
they were then contending for, viz: the admis-
sion of Miszouri as a slave State,

Writing of this restriction or Compromisze,
("harles Pinckney, of South Carolina, under the
date of March 2, 1820, said :

“We have carried the question to ndmit Missouri and
all Lovisiana 10 the southward of 36° 307 free of the
restriction of Slavery, und give the South, in a short time,
an addition of six, and perhaps right, memnbers to the Senate
wf the United States, It 1s considered here by the slave
holding States us n great trowmph. The votes were elose—
minety to eighty-six, (the vole was so first decinred)—
produced by the seceding and abisence of & few moderate
wen from the North, To the north of 36° 30 there is 10
be, by the preseat law, restriction, which you will see by
the votes | voted against; but it is at present of no mo-
ment. It is a vast wraet, uninbabited only by savages
and wild beats, in which not a joot of the Indian claim 1o
the soil is exungmehed, ard in which, necording 1o the
idens prevalent, no land office will be open lor u great
lengih of Gme.”

It was generally regarded as a Southern vic-
tory. The North was put off with a prospective
consideration. The “uninbabited tract” was
then regarded of little value. After enjoying all
the benefits of Missouri and Arkansas, as slave
States, for more than thirty years, and when a
“land office” was wbout to be opened in Free-
dom’s “ tract,” the South all at once discovered
that there was great wrong in the bargain; that
it was unconstitutional, und unjust to them.
They do not propose to give up what they ob-
tained in 1820 ; but they coolly say to the North,
“we will retain our portion of the Territory,
and fake that which belongs to you.”

Gentlemen should remember that gome things
are constitutional which are not for their pecu-

ar interests. It has always seemed to me that

hie South were very much disposed to call every-
hing unconstitutional that in any way intertered
with the inferests of Slavery.

There were no doubts of the constitutionality
of the Mizsouri restriction when it passed. When
this subject was under discussion in 1820, Mr.
Taylor, a distinguizhed member of Congress from
New York, remarked, in the debate, “ that he
knew of no one who doubted the constitutional
power of Congress to make the prohibition.”

Before signing the hill, President Monroe took
the opinion of his Cabinet as to its constitution-
ality. Itis well known that John C. Calboun,
John Q. Adamsz, and William Wirt, were mem-
bers of the Cabinet. I present the following facts
upon this point, from Mr. Monroe’s manuscripts.

A paper endorsed, “ Interrogatories, Missourt,
March 4, 1820. 7o the Heads of Departments and
Attorney (ieneral.”.—{)nestions on opposite page :

* Has Congresi a rizht under the powars ves'ed in it by
the Consitiniion, ' make a regulation prohibiting Slaye-
ry in u Terroory ¥

“le the eghin =ection of the aet which passed both
Hogses on the 3 instant, for the admission of Missouri
o the Union, ¢ nt with the Co.stitution * ™

With the above is the original draught of a
lettery in the handwriting of President Monroe.
It is not addressed to any one, but is supposed
to have been written to Gen. Jackson. The let-
ter is as follows:

“Prar S The guestion whieh so lntely agitated Con-
gress and the public has been settied, a8 you may have
seen, by lhe passnge of an act for the admussion of Mis-
souri as o Btate carestrained, and Arkansas, likewire,
when il reaches matarity, and the estahlishment of 36* 507
vosih intitude us a line, north of which Slavery is prohib-
ited, amd
writing, o

the Aduinsiration, us 10 the cor sii

Would to God we could see the like once

’-ﬂnmn! 10 the south. I ook the e_piuign.i;}

I will now give the evidence of a distinguished
member of the Cabinet:

Exrtracts fromthe Diary of J. Q. Adams.

i March 3, 1920 —When | came this dl{ to my office, T
found there & nole requesting me to eall atl o'clock at
the President's House. It was then one,and [ anmednm.by
went over. He expected that the two bills, for the ad-
mission of Maine and to enable Missouri 10 make a con-
| stitation. would have been hmu&bl 1o him for kis signa-
| ture, and he had d all the bers of the Ad-

ministration, to ask their opinions, in writing, 1o be

deposited 1o the of State, upon two questions :
| 1. Whether Congress has a constitutional L o pre-
! hibit Slavery in & Territory? And 2. Whether the Sth
section of the Missouri b'll (which interdicts Slavery
| forever in the territory north of 56} latitude.) was appli-
! eable only 10 the territorial state, or would exiend 1o it

duce into new Auman whom we ansert to be
mgﬁl Jor Liberty, -governmend, and equal asociaton
with other wen. e wad

. We must
show thut African Slavery i a.md.m mvi;iliow' natural,
s

and prob ,in the g i 30~
ciety. n—:‘zmm line o W"wn will enahle
clety. This | f  that -

equality and Slavery extension.

“For if Slavery be not a legitimate, useful, moral, and
exped we ¢ without reproof of con-
science and the blush of shame, seek 1o extend it, or ns-
u;t our equality with those States having no such insti-
totion.

“I‘;Mmmmmdmp&uhr‘ Ary
to extand v agres lo s extension, A
md‘ﬁghn?:}?m. mu prefer theirown social
system 10 ours. Bul while they may prefer their own
to admrit Wn this canvass that
ini o

They do net

social :ynum_.llqﬁﬂl_-u

| anter it should become n State? As 1o the first question,
| it was v¥ANIMOTSLY agreed that Congress have the power
1o prokibit Slavery in the Territories.”
| There being some division of opinion in regard
| to the second question, Mr. Adams contending
that it would apply to a State, and the other
members holding differently, the second question
was modified 50 a8 to receive the unanimous ap-
proval of the Oabinet. This will appear from
the following extracts from the Diary of Mr.
Adams : B
“ March 5—Thn Premdent :rnhl l.me
questions, in writling, upon which he
. in wrridng, deponited in th ariment of
Bree” o wsons" me 1t would be in time if he shouid
have the answers to-morrow The fret question is in
encral terms, as it was stated to the meeting on Friduy.

e »econd was modified to an inguiry whether the <th
section of the Missouri bill is consluent with the Con-
stitution”® To this | can withou! hesitation answer by a
simple affirmanuve ; uad so, :ﬂl: some reflection, 1 con-

answer both. *
ﬂ-‘li-:‘h 6 * T 3% 1100k 10 the Presidents my an-
swers 1o bis two it 1 i and he d d
me to have them deposited in the Department, together
e, l:;“ﬂ"‘e 05 uml . he e :'lhth;n a m[fnr
i 1 nssigne: r reaso
Thez_ : tgl:: Rt:n potie 07 the lhl!i-nnri bill consistent
with the C i 1y b ; ‘h,nd . : IJ i u:;:;
lyi the T e are ¥
b Y"‘B:?l t athguing &nm ,,p;.n|§f§.mm.
The President signed the M i bill this morning.”

Comment upon these extracts ia unnecessary.
There was no doubting the constitutional power
to prohibit Slavery then. Even Mr. Calhoun af-
firmed it. The invention is of later date and by
smaller minds.

To show the importance attached to the Mis-
souri Compromise at the time It passed, and its
gacred character, I quote from Niles’s Register,
published in & slaveholding State, under date of
March 11, 1820, as follows :

“There is no hardship in this; the Territories belong
1o the United Sintes, and the Government mu{ rightfully

n:crihe the terme on which it will dispose of the publie
ande.

esterday the twe
ired to have an-

ahis

ours is niso righyful and leg , d slike
by the opini and usages of mankind, and by the au-
thority and erpress injunclions J . They cannot
consistently maintmin that Siavery is immoral, inexpe-
dient, and profans, and yet i to subumit to ils ex-
tension.”

I ask you, Mr. Chairman, and I ask the people
of the free States, to mark this extract. [ call
attention to its concluding words. The people
of the free States must “agree to the extension
of Slavery, as a matter of right on the part of
the South,” and, while they may prefer free in-
stitutions, they must “ admif in canrass ' that
Slavery is right, “ by the opinions and usages of
mankind, and by the authority and ini

axpress myunc-
#ons of Scripture.”” Here is the issue! Hereis
the platform! Governor Wise endorses it, and,
apeaking of the candidate, says:
G iR
- . & m‘" “:.h say &ﬁm‘;
ul no man South, can show s betier record than that
Jumes Buchanan on that vexed and dangerous question.”
Wise tells us, if Buchanan is elected, Kansas is
sure to be a slave State. I have no doubt he is
right. For one, in that event, I shall regard the
uestion as settled. To make Kansas a slave
tate, and administer upon the political estates
of Pierce and Douglas, is all that is
of Buchanan, if he is elected. Buchanan agrees
with Pierce and Dounglas, and stands upon the
platform that they have made. Douglas says:

the subject of
.:nm:::l’:l“n:}

The whole system of Slavery rests upon as-
sumption, This assumption of * propertyin man”
underlies all the others. He:fo:ofom. t:oou inﬁelrlut-
ed in extending the system of human bondage bave
not ventured upon this ground. Baut finding that
the monstrous iniquity has no other refuge, they
now plant themselves boldly upon the odious and
mti-Bemocrs:.ic principle, that  property in man”
has the same rights as property in horses.

The gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr.
Krirr,] in a recent speech ugn this floor, in
anticipation of the Cincinnati Convention, enun-
ciated this doctrine in the following language :

“The South should establish in the platform the prin-
ciple, that the right of & Southern man to his_slave is

equal in its le and breadih 1o the right of a Northern
man (o his horse. She should make the g of the
right fidl, ipiete, and indisputable.”

Nearly every Southern man who has spoken this
session has contended for the same principle.
This is not law ; neither is it right. Against this
tyrannical assumption, 1 place the opinion of
Lord Brougham. He says:

“Tell me not of rights ; 1alk not of the

planter i his slaves. I deny the ri

nghu_ seknowledge
not the property. In vain Lm tell me of lawas that sane-
tion such n claim. There

& law above all the enact.
menis of human codes, tho same throughout the world,

the aume In ull times; it is the law written by the finger
of Giod on the hearts of man; and by that law,
able and eternal while men despise fraud, and loath rupine, |
and abhor blood, they shall reject with inds, the i
and guilty phantasy that man ean hold property in man”
Such also were the sentiments of Wilberforce,
Pitt, Burke, Martin, Fox, Granville, Grattan,
Curran, and a host of others, who triumphed over”
the slave power in England, after a desperate
struggle. Such are the sentiments of all classes in
England now. The contrary doctrine finds advo-J
cates only in this Republic. ;
Against this doectrine I
the courts. The Supreme Court have repeatedly
held that slaves are regarded as persons, and not
property, in the “full, complete, and indispu-
table ” acceptation of that term. In passing upon
& case involving this point, the Supreme Courtsay:

rwlmfrofm

lace the decisions of

* Buchanan and mysell have for several years back, -
ever since | oame iuto publie life, HELD THE SAME “The Constitution treats slaves ss persona. In the see-
POSITION on the Siavery quest fromn begl g 1o | ond ion of the firstarticle, which apportions Represent-
end.” atives and direct taxes among the m-uw‘ pmﬂd;a

.
Now, hear what Buchanan says: "‘"‘I h the "?""‘;} ’f:;" be determined b’“ :gnl:d‘ )
“1 have bﬂ;‘l_;lll.‘.‘ on a PLATFORM OF WHICH I | service for a term oi ]”M and excludi Indiaus nag
HEARTILY AFPROVE, and [ must square my conduet | yayed, three-fiths of all other persons’  And agmin, in thy

by that plutform.”
Then comes the victimized Franklin Pierce:
“] eongraiulate you that your choice has fallenon a

man who sands on the IDENTICAL PLATFORN
THAT | OCCUPY, and thut he will take the SAME,

ed to in the S

“This great point was Y
3o8 80 o in the House of Reprosenia-

three votes to eleven; a t
tives, by one hund and thirty-four to forty-two, or
really by onie hundred mnd thirty-nine to thirty-seven;
and we trost that itis detennined ‘forever,’ in respect

1o the « now t10 the of the Gon-
eral Governmenmt. It is true, the se is msup
ported only by the letter of a law repealsble

by the au-
thority which enreted it; but the circumutances Jr_ﬁr case
gire 1o this law a moral equal to that of a positive
vision ¢f the Constitweion ; and we do not hazard anythine
in suying that the Censtitution erists in its observanee.
Hoth pariies have sacrified much to coneiliation. We
wish to see the compact kept in good faith, and trust that a
kind Providenoe will open the wuy 1o relieve us of an
evil which every good citizen deprecales as the supreme
curse of this country.”

For more than thirty years the compact atood!
The Constitution itself was not more sacred!
Men of all parties, and from all sections, ac-
quiesced in its provisions, and admired the wis-
dom of those noble men who formed it. I verily
believe, that ten years ago, a representative of
the American people would have sooner set fire
to this Capitol, than he would have voted to ab-
rogate this covenant of peace. Even the Sen-
ator from IMnois, seven years ago, chanted its
raises. In- speaking of this Compromise at
pringfield, Illinois, in 1849, Mr. Douglas is re-
ported to have said :

“The Missourl Compromise had then been in.rrlmd
operation for aboul & quurter of & century, and had re-
emived the ot and wpp tion of men of all partles,
in every section of the ‘tfuion. It had allayed all rao-
uonal jeslousies and irritations growing out of thia
wexed g , mnd har ized and juillized the
whols country. 1t had given to Heary Clay. as its prom-
inent ehampion, the proud sobriquet of the * GGreat Paeifi-
eator " and by that utle, and for that service, his political
friends had repeatedly nppesled 10 the peopie to raliy
under his standard as a Presidential candidate, as the
nian who had exhibited the patriotism and the power to
suppress an unholy and treasonable agilation, and pre-
secve the Union. He was not aware that ai y man, or any
party. from lm" section of the Union, had ever urged as
an obpsetion 10 Mr. Clay, that he wans the great champion of
the M. i Cinnyp L On the ry, the effort was
made by the opponests of Mr. Clay 1o prove that he wan
not entitled 10 the egelusive merit of that great pairiotie
measure, wnd that the honor was equally due 1o othars as
well as him, for securing its adoption—ithat ¢ had s
arigin in the hearts af all patriotic men who desived W pre-
serwe and perpetuate the blessings of our glorious Union—an
origin akin o that of the Constuation of the United Staies

conesived in the same spirit of fraternal afdecti

with durd lowered never an inch!™

Sach is Democracy in the year 1856. The
party has hecome the ally of Slavery—the sup-
porter of the worst aristocracy that ever cursed
the earth. It has repudiated its old principles.
It no longer follows Washington and Jefferson.
It now swears by Calhoun and Douglas.

In the eélo: of those who control and govern
the party, Slavery is no longer an evil—no longer
a curse to the State, and a crime against God and
man ; but it is right—sanctioned and approved
by God, and a blessing to mankind. The slave
is no longer & man, but simply “ property”—*#t
only for labor, and no better than a horse or a
mule. And ] am sorry to say, sir, that the doc-
trine is fast gaining ground at the South, that
all who labor are fit only to be slaves. The
great doctrine of equality of rights among all
wmen, A8 advocated by Jefferson, scarcely finds a
believer in the South.

If the Declaration of Independence was to be re-
adopted to-day, how many men on the other side
of the Hall, how many of the leading spirits of the
Demoeratic party, would vote for ita great cen-
tral Democratic truth, “ That all men are created
free and equal 7" [ fear the number would be
small. To accord with the present notlons of
Southern men and Democratic leaders, the Dec-
laration of Independence should be amended so
as to read : “ All free white men, and especially
slaveholders, and those who can live without
labor, are created free and equal.”

In speaking of the trial, in thls city, for the
killing of Kesting, a laborer at Willard's Hotel,
the Charleston (8. C.) Standard says :

[ & o X

e that hoy. ‘will do 0o itk o0 opproNaseton of ets

tion to society, and the dispositon quiely to ¢ :
both the responnbilities and liabilities tohich the relation
Tmposes.”

The “relation " of * menials" to society, “im-
poses " submission to insults from “ gentlemen.”
The same authority says :

“ It is getting téme that hotel-toaiters ai the North were
convinced that they are servants, and not * gentlemen’ in
dt‘og}m. = We hope that this Her agfarr will teach themn

ealeulated 0 remove forever the only dunger which
secmed 1o threaten, at some distant day, 10 sever the
sociul bond of union. All the evidences of public opinion
al that day seemed to sndicaie that thu Compromise had ba-
coms canonized in the hearts of the American people, as a
sacred thing, which no ruthless hand wowld ever be reckiess
enough to disturd.”

The deed 13 done! The Compromise that was
“ canonized in the hearts of the American peo-
ple,” has been broken! The South has not
kept faith with the North! In an evil hour,
the ambition of “reckless” nnd selfish men
tempted her! She upheld the “ruthless hand”
that smote the compact, and disturbed the peace
of the Union. She has some excuse—the prize
of more slave States was too much for her pa-
triotism. But what shall we say of the man
whose “ruthless hand " was uplifted for this
work of destruction? Words fail me! History
will give him a page. The record will not vary
much from that of another man, who sought to
betray and sacrifice his country, when Liberty
was in its birth-struggle.

The country knows how wantonly this work
was done. It knows the actors. It knows how an
Administration—ealling itself Demoeratic—lent
all its powers of patronage and corruption to
seduce the venal men of the North, and push on
the work. Deaf to the prayers of the people, it
was intent only on its own sclfish and personal
sggrandizement. The chief man in this great
conspiracy has his reward. After sanctioning
and approving all the outrages in Kansas for the
snke of a renomination, he went to (Oincinnatl to
claim the reward of fidelity to the Slave Power.
He was denied even a complimentary vote, and
wag carried off the field by only three faithful
followers—not one of them from the South. I
say nothing of Southern ingratitude in this case.
The funerul is none of ours. Let those who mourn
hiz “taking off,” settle the account. 1 thank
God, however, that the present occupant of the
White House will have but one more opportunity
in his annual message to insult and belie the
free, intelligent, and Liberty-loving people of the
free States.

The country knows why this work was done.
It was for the benefit of Slavery. The Missouri
restriction was repealed for the purpose of
making more slave States—and for nothing else.
This was not the avowed purpose ; but any man
with hall an eye could see that it was the real
purpose. If there was any doubt, when the
Kansas and Nebraska bill passed. that this was
the object, subsequent events in Kansas must
have removed all doubt.

The country knows who did this work. Tt
was the party called Democratic. Yes, sir, the
Democratic party is responsible for the repeal of
the Missouri Compromise—responsible for the
strife and discord that now prevail in this land,
as a consequence of that repeal. That party is
reaponsible for all the ontrages in Kansas. The
murder of iunocent American citizens—the wan-
ton and cruel treatment of women and children—
the burning of towns—the plunder of property—
the destruction of printing preeses—the selz-
ing of ballot-boxesa by ruffian invaders—and
all the fraud and violence practiced in that Ter-
ritory, are the result of the repeal of the Mis-
souri Compromise, and chargeable to the Dem-
ocratic party.

The country knows, also, that the Democratie
party now stands upon this measure, and makes
it the test of party orthodoxy. No man, who re-
fuses to sanction the Nebraska bill, can hold any
place in the party. Every man must now sub-
scribe to the Slavery-exiending policy of the
party, or be “read out” He may be sound on
all the old principles of the party, but, if he
falters on this Slavery plank, he is declared spu-
rious, and must lose his standing in the party.
The gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Banks-
pALR,] in a recent speech npon this floor, said:

“The Democracy tolerate no man whe is not sound on
the Slavery question.”

We all know what is meant by being “sound”
on the Slavery question. To question the right
of Slavery to extend itself into new Territories
is unsound. To deny the right of slaveholders
to carry their slaves from the States into the
common Territories, and there hold, sell, and
nse them, is to violate the Demoeratic creed.

This is the issue—the only issue—of the Dem-
ocratic party at this time. The platform was
built expressly to sustain this one idea. It has
not & single Northern plank in it. Buchanan
stands squarely upon this single plank—or,
rather, he is absorbed in it, having lost his per-
sonal identity. All who support him musi
adopt the extension creed, swear that Sla-
very is right—a God-appointed institution.

The following extract from the Richmond En-
quirer, the organ of Governor Wise, and the
great mouthpiece of the Southern Democracy,
proves what [ say:

“Tux Tave Issug.—The Democrats of the South in the

revived and modified the plan, and adopted it,
with & unaniwity unparslleled in the history of
the Government. At that time, South Carclina
viad with Massachusetts, and Virginia stood side
by side with New York—all sdvocating the eter-
wal principles of Human Freedom, and oniting

supported
in which it was viewed by all who voted on the subject
in Congress, as will appear by the Jur.'n-b, satistied me
respecting it”

*The words in italios are erased I the draught,

restraining Terrilories, and tic row of reery member was | | it rely on the old of do-

miﬂl?l. and® which wase he:{ in favor of it, and m::‘m ﬁ;nm."r{i{riz’ ck not merely »

as 1t was that the Sth section of the act was applicable 10 2 ”“:"M o e where 1t

Terri ouly, and not 10 States, when they should be | MBI Mk leh ean they rely om ihe mere conatitu.
Aoni d;ll:‘.b‘: :’;:m"- i "‘ni‘. Inzter Ill"i““. hud ut first | 50 5; admission that & ::ny is vnn‘ bat for

_One H . 3 s

were eutitled 10 ight with me, by the sense the C on, should be abolished. his constita-

tiounl argument for Slavery, standing slone, fully justifies

e !*lh‘:rli?ﬂnwl augh ‘how thai the is
“Nor 1 us 1 = ne,

most happy snd best situated in the condition of su'::ry.

It we stop them nm.kumumbrtﬁ-u?u-

gument jnte to advunce it; for we propose 1o intrg-

pr

Northern laborers should take notice! They
must be “ convinced that they are servants, and
not gentlemen in disguise.”

This language of feudalism and arlstocracy has
& glrange sound to me. Born and bred to toil,
1 bave learned to look upon labor as honorable.
Iam a Northern laborer! Many a time have I
moistened the soil with the sweat of my brow;
and in the work-shop 1 have paid my devotions.
Before I Jook upon labor as degrading, I must
despise my father and mother—I must forget my
origin, and all the past years of my life. This
1 cannot do. But one thing I can do. [ will never
cease 1o despise and abhor an institution that first
res, degrades, and chattellires man—then
teaches the doctrine that labor is degrading, and
y a geatleman. I would rather have

the peaceof mind, and the hope
one hardy son of toil, “than all
that sinews bought and sold ever

earned. -
Mr. Chairman, to show you that my view of
the Cincinnati platform and the present issue is
gorrect, I give the following extracts from the
Worcester Palladium, for many years one of the
ablest Democratic papers in New England :
“The platform assarta the right of slavehoiders 1o carry

Sinvery out of the slave States, and plant itin the Territo-
ries. For thet, we find no warrant in 1 ‘onstitution,
and no in the opi held by the Democrane

party or its leading men, through almost the whole peried
of the exi of tha Republi

*In comparison with this item of the ereed, the others
nre 1 as nothi What, therefore, is the inference ?
It is, and it ean be, nothing more or less than that the
Democratic plstform is narrowed down to one point—fo
one plank—and that a full and explicit adoption of sll the
rest is of no avail, so long as this is dise 1. The con-
clusion is therefore inevitable and irresistible, that all
there is in the platform is surpiusage, except the single

lank of SLavery ExTeNsion ; and that while & man may

lieve everything that has been cousidered essential by
the party

its conventions in other days, he is to be er-
commumnienled, ‘ read oul,’ as & Democratl, unless he is
prepured to stand upon the singie plauk that is now set
op as the tes: of membership, and awear upon his con-
science that Slavery Extension is and ought to be a car-
dinal ¥ of the D ic org i
“\We are not going into any argument to show that the
Democraiic party has left us; nor do we assent to the
deglaration that we have left them. But we do say, tha

in ing their pl ythey have putina new
additional plank, which ‘he:i plainiy tell us is more im-
I, in their esti i

i an il the others; mod that
they will recognise no man as a member of their party,
unless ke will stand square upon that plunk. That plank
in Extengson, \WE REIRCT 11, We di. w. We
seill not stand wpon i, if the whole world beside siand there,
Rao, ighie. I+ ls @ charir & porpesuiie Noman SWALS s
and m'mc e Kands of wi Svaponsibitiey for S5 S0 Sy
or practice.” =

How long the people of this country are to be
humbugged and misled by the name of Democ-
racy, | know not. But this much I do know:
that the principles of Liberty and Equal Rights
are to be of short daration, if the present policy
of the Democratic party, and the moneyed inter-
est of the slave aristocracy, are to prevail and
becoms the settled policy of the Government.

Upon what claim of right ia this new article
of Democratic faith founded ? What reasons are
given for the extension of Slavery? When the
Miassouri restriction was repealed, we were told
that it was done by the right of * popular sover-
signty "—aometimes called “aquatter sovereign-

." These words were rung in onr ears for
months, to justify that repeal. We were told,
over and over again, that the people have the
right to “ govern themselves ;” that is, the right
to establish Blavery, I must say, Slavery always
looked to me very much like governing others.
This was a Northern invention, designed to work
Northern dough. The South never admired the
machine, for it might work for Freedom. They
d;nmlndad sdnew Tt'::anl‘.rivms. The Richmond

quirer gaid : “ The squatter sovereignt
must be spiked,” and ’i‘zwu done. Ifnwyﬂl‘::
used inhsom:“l:uliﬂe:ed at the North—but the
patent has rejected, and the whole
condemned. Even its own fathers will nott?:i:fx
it. A new invention was devised at Cincinnati,
and labelled “State Equality.” This is a Bouth-
f;;n invention, and I presume will have a longer

8.

“State Equality !” What does this mean? It
bas a popular sound. It means the right of
slaveholders to carry their slave property from
the slave States into the free Territories, and
plant it there, on an equal footing with general
gymperty. _ The advoeates of this doctrine begin

assuming, what is not true, that slaves are
rlmpeny by the Censtitution and by common

w; and then ‘hey reason that the owners of
such property have the same rights, in all re-
spects, 88 the owners of general . They
ugmdgwum of property in man by unjversal
law, and then construct their nent. Their
superstructure bas no foundatipn. There is no
common law under Heaven that sanctigns prop-
mzoh man.  This idea is contrary to law, and
sbhorrent (o reason,

If we admit the assumption of Southern men—
that slaves are property at common law, and by
the Constitution—the argnment
the premises is good, and they are
conclusions. If slave property

as other the owners of such
erty have a right to easry.
If the same righta of property attach to slaves that

ﬂ!ﬂb tg hos wner of the one can carry
the owner of.t_:;n and mr’{?'mi .g:
into the States—sven

into

third section of the fourth article, it {s declared that ‘ne
held to service or labor in one State, under the

uws thereof, eacaping into her, ahall, in ]

of any law or regulanion therein. be discharged from sucl,

service or labor, but shall ba delivered up, on elaim of the

party to whom sueh labor may be due.’”

The courts of many if not all of the slavehold®
ing States, have taken the same view of the
subject. o

The Supreme Court of Mississippi says:

“Tt has been determined in Virginia that slaves are per-
sons.” “lIn the Constitwtion of the United Sintes, sluves
are eapecinlly duigntled as persons.” “The right of the'
master exists, nol by force ol the law of nations or of na-
ture, but by virtue only of the positive law of the mne‘."

In another case, the same Court says:

“Blavery is condemned by reason, and by the laws o
nature. It exists, and can exisy, only throngh mouisipa
regulaions.”

The Supreme Court of Kentucky, in 3 Marshall,
page 470, says:

“Slavery is sauctioned by the laws of this State; but
we consider that as a right existing by a positive law of

a municipal character, without foundation in the law of
nature.”

The Supreme Court of Louisiana says :

“The relation of slave and owner, in the Staies of the
Union in which it has a legal existence, whether free or

veholding, is a ¢ ion of icipal law."

And they declared a slave, taken to France by
ber owner, and brought back to Louisiana, eman-
cipated by the mere act of taking a slave to a
country where Slavery was abolished. Judge
Barbour, of Virginla, in delivering the
of the Supreme Court of the United Sta n
this subject, says :

“ Bot how can this apply to parsons?! They are not the
subjects of commerce; nud not being imported
cannol fll within a tealn of reasoning founded on the con-
siruction of a power given to Congress (o regulste com-
meree, and the prohibition to the States from imposing &
duty upon imported goods.”

In giving a history of the adoption of the Con-
stitution, Mr. Madison informs us that the term
Y persona " was inserted by the Convention which
framed it, and other phraseology stricken out, be~
cause ‘it admitted that there could be property
in men;"” an idea which Mr. Madison said * he
thought it wrong to admit in the Constitution.”

All, or nearly all, the slaveholding States have
from time to time prohibited the introduction of
slaves as merchandise, and some of them for any
purpose ; and all their courts have maintaineq
the validity of these laws. Yet, if slaves wery
mere property, like cattle and horses, cotton
iron, they could not be precluded by any State,

I need not labor this point further. There {8
no dostrine better settled, by State and National
courts, and by legislative precedents, than that
Slavery is the creature of State laws; that it is
contrary to reason, the common law, the com-
mon sense and general understanding of man-
kind ; that it can exist only when State laws
sanction it. The moment the slave is, by con-
sent of his master, beyond the jurisdiction of the
State by which he is Eeld, he is free. The mag-
ter has no property in the slave, that exists all
over the world, but such only as exists in the
State that, by positive law, sanctions Slavery.

The decision in the case of Forhes rs. Cochran,
(2 Barn. and Cresswell, 463,) in the Court of
King’s Bench, covers the whole gronnd. It is as
follows :

“The right to slaves, when tolerated by law, s founded
not on the law of nature, but on the law of the particular
country. It ia a law #n vitwm; and when a party gets
out of the power of his master, and gets under lnedymm-
tion of another power, without III'I werongful act done by
the purly giving that protection, the right of the master,
which is ded ont icipul law of the particular
place only, does not continue. The moment a foreign
aluve puts his foot on our shores, he cesses 10 he u slave,
becawse there is na law here which sanctions his being held in
Slavery. And ihe local law, which beld him in Slavery
aguinst the lnw of nature, has jost its force.”

Then, sir, the slaveholder has no right of p?op-
erty in his slave, which gives him any right to
carry such property into any Territory where the
laws do not sanction Slavery. If he does, his
right at once ceases, and the slave is as as free
as his master. This is the law of Ohristendom.
It works no hardship to him who claims property
in his fellow-man. He knows the law. The
hardship is on the other side—that man should
be held in Slavery anywhere. Southern men
talk about being excluded from the Territories,
because they cannot carry their elaves there.
As well might a man who has one, two, sad
three-dollar bank notes, talk about being »x-
cluded from this District, because he cannot pass
bank notea here of less denomination than §ve
dollars. Is the slave so much a part of his -
ter, that the one cannot emigrate without the
other? This is all idle talk. Aa before stated,
Slavery exists by local law ; and the moment you
get beyond the locality where such laws exist,
the shackles of Slavery fall.

But I am not done with thie doctrine of * State
Equality.” Tt is not equality, but inequality, that
the South claim. They set up a claim of prop-
erty in man, and think it hard that such prop-
erty has not the rights of general property. They
complain that they cannot take this kind of mer-
chandise into the Territories. Thia complaint
has no foundation. Do these complainaats forget
that this kind of property has a quality and
coofers rights which no other property has or
can confer? Do they forget that every slave,
reckoned by them as only property, is three-fiftha
s man? This right of manhood for political
purposes, as well as property, belongs to the
slaveholder. The slave is no man jor Aimaself, in
the eyes of Southern gentlemen or of the law;
but every five human beings held in bondage
make three political men of their master. - What
other property has this wonderful faculty? 1
know of none. To illustrate this point: Su
a Southern man goes to Kansas with five hun-
dred slaves, and Kangas is made a slave State;
this one man, by his human property, becomes
equal on this floor and in his vote for Presldent,
and in all the political affairs of the country, to
three bundred and one hard-working, intelligent
men in New Hampshire, or in any other free
State. Call you this “ equality ! " No, sir! It
is downright snequality. The extension of Slavery

uces an 1 ity of States.

The principle of allowing parts of a nation
political power in proportion to the number of
men they hold in bondage, is so undemocrazic
and detrimental to Liberty, that I am surprized
that any man outside of the privileged Staies
shiould be willing to extend it one inch beyopd
the States to which it already applies. Such a
principle as this would have been diated by
the heathen democracy of Athens long centu-
ries ago.

By the Constitution of the United States, in
ves to Con-

from 1789 to 1762, the South seven Rep-
resentatives ; from 1795 to 1813, she gained four-
teen ; from 1813 to 1833, she nineteen ;
1823 to 1833, the was (wenty-two ;

1833 to 1844, the was twenty-five. At
moment, the South has tweanty additional

90 Represen The free white
of the free States, in 1850, was 13,438,867 ; and
the free white population ve States was

for 68,715 free white inhabitants. This is the
way this principle works.

In the next Presidential election, the free States
will have 176 electoral vo Or O AR AVErage
one electoral vote for 76,356 white inhabit-
ants. The slave States will have 120 electoral
votes, or on an average one electoral vote for
51,536 free white inhabitants. The South will
have 20 electoral votes as a premium for Slavery.

If we examine particular States, we shall find
the contrast even more unequal than in the ag-

te. For instance, South Carolina has a
m population of 274,567, and #iz Representa-
tives, or one Representative to 45,761 free white
inhabitants. She has eight electoral votes, or
one for 34,321 white inhabitants, New Hamp-
shire bas a white population of 317,456, and three
Representatives, or one for 105,818 inhabitants.
She has five electoral votes, or one for 63,491
free white inhabitants. It will be observed from
these figures that three white men in South Car-
olina have as much influence in the votes upon
this floor as seven white men in New Hampshire.
And this, sir, is the “equality of the States,” 80
much talked of on the other side of the House!

Perhaps, gir, the institution of Slavery is so
elevating in its effects upon buman character,
that three men in South Carolina are equal to
seven in New Hampshire. The country should
consider the subject in this light. before they pass
any hasty judgment. It certainly has some very
striking examples.

The following statistics of the third Congres-
slonal district of New Hampshire, represented by
me, and the district represented by Hon. Law-
rence M. Keitt, of South Carolina, from the cen-
sus of 1850, will illustrate the working of this
principle, and be found suggestive of other
things :

Cragin. Keitt.
Free whites - - - - - 13,615 43550
Native adults who cannot read and
write - . - - - - 152 2,210
College - - - - - - 1 —
Pupils o« + = = = = i —
Academies and schools - 9=l 198
ils - o ® = 25,746 2746
Public libraries - - - - 2 2
Volumes - - - . o= - UG ‘5.700
Votes polled at the last election - 9. 706 ]

Georgia bas a free white population of 521,572,
and eight Representatives, or one for 65,196
white inhabitants. Maine has a free white pop-
ulation of 681,813, (60,000 more than Georgia,)
and six Representatives, or one for 96,969 in-
habitants. Virginia has a white population of
§94,800, and thirteen Representatives, or one for
68,830 free white inhabitants. Massachusetts
has a white population of 985,450, (about 100,000
more than Virginia,) and eleven Representatives,
or one for 89,586.

But some one will say: © The South pays di-
rect taxes in the same proportion, as an offset for
this property representation.” This is true. Let
us examine this point, and see whether the South
has been the gainer or loser by this provision.

A direct tax has been resorted to only four
times since 1789, by the General Government,
viz: in 1798, 1813, 1814, and 1816, and is not
likely to be resorted to again. The whole amount
assessed was fourteen millions of dollars. Of this,
the South paid for her slaves only $1,256,553.

In 1837, the surplus revenue of the Union,
amounting to over $37,000,000, was distrib-
uted among the several States in proportion
to their electoral votes. By the ocensus of 1830,
the North had 7,008,451 free persons, and the
South had 3,823,280, The free States received
$21,410,777.12 ; the slave States, $16,058,082.85.
Every free man of the North received but $3.50,
while every free man of the South received $4.20,
in that division.

At that time, the South had 126 electoral
votes, of which 25 were on account of slaves.
She therefore received by that arrangement
$£3,186,137.50, on account of the representation of
her glave property. From that, if we deduct the

% | $1,356,663 pald by her as s direct tax on account

of her slaves, there is left $1,929,5674.00 as the
bonus which the South has received from the
Treasury of the nation, on account of the repre-
sentation of slaves—Southern properily repre-
sented in Congress.

Such has heen the practical operation of this
provision of the Constitution. In view of it, Mr.
Pickering once said in Congress: “The terms
were not bad for the South to take.” BSo we
should think,

By it the South has had an extra representa-
tion in Congress of from ten to twenty members,
and a corresponding extra voice in all the affairs
of Government, In addition to this, she has re-
ceived nearly $2,000,000 out of the National
Treasury, in consequence of: his unequal repre-
sentation—this representation of Southern prop-
erty.

But, sir, this 1 In the Constitution, and we
abide by it. [ have alluded to this subject, not
for the purpose of making war upon the Consti-
tution, but for the purpose of giving a practical
reason why we are opposed to the extension of
Slavery. We are opposed to the extension of the
principle of property representation, and espe-
cially to a privileged class. Daniel Webster
once said:

“1 have made up my mind, for one, that under no eir-

s will o the exteasion of the area of
Sinvery in the United Statos, or 10 the further inerease of
slave represeniation in the House of Representatives.”

So I say, and so say the people of the free
States.

1 have gone into a somewhat tedious detail of
figures, to show that the North is the sufferer—
that the people of the free States have reason to
complain of inequality, and not the South. The
South have more than their equal rights. Two
thousand millions of dollars of Southern prop-
erty—so called by them—Iis repregented on this
floor. [thas twenty Representatives here; while
not a cent of Northern property is represented.
No man is here to represent our horses and cat-
tle, our iron, our ships, or our mills; and I thank
God it is s0. Free and independent men—free,
intelligent, and liberal thought—and the interests
of free, educated, and well-paid labor—have their
Representatives here from the North., Property
representation is confined to the South.

And yet, sir, we hear Southern men talking
about “ State Equality,” asthough the South did
got enjoy equal rights with the North. We are
told that Slavery must be extended, in order
to secure and preserve to the South her equal
rights.

This argument is often presented in a different
shape. We have been told many times this ses-
gion, that the Territories are common property,
and that the Southern man has the same right to
occupy them that the Northern man has, All this
we admit. We admit that they are common prop-
erty, purchased by the common treasure; and
that meén from all sections have an equal right
in them. But we deny that the prohibition of
Slavery in the Territories impairs any man’s
right. Gentlemen talk as though they could not
move into & new Territory without their slaves.
They say that, unless they can take their slave
property there, and hold and use it as they do in
the States, they are excluded. Not so, gir. As
well might the banker say he was excluded, be-
cause Le could not take his bank with him into
the Territory. His bank charter is the creature
of local law. Slave property is the creature of
the same law ; and neither are property beyond
the locality governed by said laws.

Bat, sir, how stands the account between the
North and South, in relation to the Territories
acquired, and paid for out of the common Treas-
ury, eince the adoption of the Constitution ?

Since that time, territory has been purchased
or acquired, out of which fire slave States have
been formed, and only fwo free States. The free
States have paid more than two-thirds the cost
of the acquisitions, and obtained less than nng;

third of the States. This is what I suppo
Southern gentlemen call  State Equality.” These
States have the following extent of territory and
representation in Congress : i

Square miles. Senntors.  Reps,
1. Louisiana - 413486 2 4
2. Missouri - 65,037 3 (|
3. - 53,191 2 2
4. Florida - 50,268 2 1
5. Texas - - 325,369 2 2
Five slave States 543,369 10 16
1. lowa - - b09L4 2 2
2. California - 188,981 2 2
Two free States 239865 4 4

These figures show, again, the beauties of
“Btate Equality.” But as the present contest
relates mainly to the Territory of Kansas, I pro-
pose to show the “equality” that has been ob-
served in the division of the purchase cutof which
this Territory was formed. In 1803, the United
States purchased of France the territory known
as the “ Louisisna purchase,” and paid therefor
m milions of dollars—the North paying, at

ten millions as her share. Out of this par-
ticular territory, thus far, four States have been
formed—three slave, and ene free, as follows :

miles. 8 5. Reps.
1. Louislana - 41,358 2 4
2. Missouri - 65,037 2 7
3. Arkansas - 52,191 2 2
Threeslave States 158,584 ; G
1. Iows, free - 50,014 2 2

ded from the Territories. South of Mason and |
Dixon's line, this is called * State Equality.” We |
are taught a different system of addition in the |
free States; but, according to Southern calcu-
lations, our arithmetic is all wrong.

Kansas and Nebraska constitute the balunce of |

free States, there would be an equal division of
this territory between the North and South.
Against this the South are contending. Not
satisfied with three-fourths, as the division now
stands, they claim Kansas for Slavery; and this,
sir, notwithstanding it was pledged to Free-
dom, thirty-six years ago, in consideration for
the admission of Missouri as a slave State. And
because the North will not tamely submit to this,
they talk of on on the part of the free
States, and threaten a dissolution of the Union.

The people of the North are not given to brag-
ging or to threats. They have other modes of
proving their courage and patriotista. They ap-
pesal to history. If ever an attempt should be
made to dissolve the Union of these States, be-
cause Slavery is not allowed to spread over free
Territories, [ presume the North will demonstrate
not only their love for the Union, but their ability
to maintain and defend it.

The mania of Slavery extension has seized the
entire South, and taken possession of the Demo-
cratic party—once the advocate of Freedom and
Equal Riggtl. To secure the extension of this
giant evil, the Missouri Compromise was repudi-
ated, and the fires of agitation rekindled through-
out the land. The embankment against the fur-
ther spread of human bondage, erected in 1820
by our patriotic ancestors, was broken down at
the command of the Slave Power, and the faith
of the nation violated. A compact as sacred as
the Constitution has been broken, and for the
purpose of making Kansas a slave State,

The South claim Kansas for Slavery. We can-
not consent! We will not consent! Knowing
that God is the avenger of wrong, we dare not
consent. By no agency of ours shall this beaun-
tiful Territory be made desolate by the touch of
Slavery. Knowing how our forefathers, appeal-
ing to God for the “ rectitude of their actions,”
implored his assistance in their great struggle
for Liberty, we dare not offer up a different prayer
now. Knowing that the God of Liberty gave us
the victory then, we dare not mock and insult
Him now—as we should do by tamely consent-
ing to the enslavement of Kansas. We make no
war upon the South—we only defend against her
warfire. They fight for Slavery—wo for Liberty.
We ask them to look upon the eflects of Slavery
in the slave States. We ask them to compare
the free States with their own. We ask them to
turn back a few years, and read what their own
statesmen said, and then blame us for desiriug
Freedom for Kansas.

Governor Randolph, in his address to the Vir-
ginia Legislature, in 1820 gaid:

“We hiave been fur outstripped by States to whom na-
ture has heen far less bountiful. 1t 1s prinful o consider

what might have been, under other circumsianecs, the
amount of general wenlth in Virgiain.™

Mr. Curtis, in a speech in the Virginia Legis-
lature, in 1832 said:

“There is a malaria in the atmosphere of these regions,
which the new-comer shuns, as being deleterions to his
views and habits. See the wide-spreading rum which
!ha avarice of our ancestral Government Line produced
in the South, as witnessed in & sparse population of free-
men, deserted habitmtions, and fields without euliare’
Hirange to tell, even the wolf, driven back long sinee by
the wpproach of mun. now returns, afier the lupse of n
lu;urlmd yeurs, to howl over the desolalions of Slavery.”

Another member said :

_“1 am gratified o perceive that no gentlaman has yet
risen in this hall, the avowed advocate of Slavery. The
du_}' has gone by when such & voice could be listened 10
with patience, or even forbearance. 1 regret that we
should find one mmong us who enters the lists as an apolo-
gist excepl on the ground of necessity. If there be ons
who concurs with the gentleman from Brunswick [Mr.
Gibolson] in the hurmless character of this institution, lel
me request hini o eompare the condition of the sluvehold
ing portion of this Commonwenlth, barren, desolate, und
neared ns it were by the aveaging hand of Heaven, with
the descriptions we have of the same ifrom those who
broke its virgin soil.  To what is this change aseribable *
Aloune 1o the withering and blasting effects of Rlavery.”

Mr. Moore, in speaking of the evils of Slavery,
said :

“‘The firsi 1 shall mention is the irresietible tendeney
which it has 10 undermine and destroy evergthing like
virtue and morality in the community.

“1n that part of the Siate below tide-water, the whaole
face of the country wears an appearance of almost uiter
desolation, distressing to the beholder. The very spot on
which our ancestors landed a little more than two hundred
feRrs ago, appears to be on the eve of agnin becoming the

aant of wild beasts,”

Mr. Ritchie, once the editor of the [lnion, In
Speaking of Slavery in 1832 gaid :

“Itis probable, from what we hear, that the commit-
miltee on the colored population will report some plan
for getting nid of the free people of color. Bul is this all
thut can be done? Are we jorever o sutfer the greutest
evil which can seourge oar land, nol only to remain, but
o incrense in its dimensi ? Yes, hing must be
done, and 11 is the part of no honest man 1o deny 1"

“When, within & period equal to that in which the
Federal Coustitution has been in existence, those num-
bers will increase W more than 1wo millions within Vir-
ginta; when this, the fairest Iand on all this continent,
for soil, and climate, snd situation, combined, might be.
come u sort of garden =pot 3l it were worked by the handse
of white menm mlone—ean we, ought we, 10 sil quietly down,
fnld our arms, and say 1o each otner, ' Well, well, this
thing will not come to the worst in our day. Something
ought 1o be done; means sure, gradunl—systematic, but
disereet—ougit 1o be adopied for reducing the mass of
evil that is pressing upon the South,

“The disease is deep-seated. [t is a1 the heart's core
It in conmuning our vitals."—See Richmond Enguirer of
January 7, 1582,

I ask the attention of gentlemen to these ex-
tracts, and especially the last. Compare it with
the one | gave in another place, from the same
paper, of recent date. We advocate now just
what was advoeated in Virginin in 1832, und
what was then the sentiment of the country ; and
for this we are called enemies of the country,
disunionists, &¢. Comment is unnecessary.

This is & true picture of nearly every Southern
State to-day. We cannot consent that Kansas
should be added to their number. Slavery has
seared and blackened quite enough of this beau-
tiful land.

No, gentlemen ; you must not ask it. If you
do, we tell you plainly, firmly, but kindly, that
we cannot and will not consent. If you ingist,
we must resist by all the lawful, constitutional,
and moral power that God has given us. We
cannot congent to do a wrong, or euffer it to be
done, if in our power to prevent it.

Before you can claim our co-operation in this
work, you must blot out the history of the past.
You must show us that our education is wrong ;
that our Christianity is wrong. In the language
of the noble lenry Clay, in & speech on this
floor, upon this subject, in 1827, wesay: “If
they would repress all tendencies towards Liberty
and ultimate emancipation, they must do more
than put down the kenevolent efforts of this
society. They must go back to the era of our
Liberty and Independence, and muzzle the ean-
non which thunders its annual joyous return.
They must blow out the moral lights around us,
and extinguish that greatest torch of all which
America presents to a benighted world, pointing
the way to their rights, liberties, and their
happiness. And when they achieve all these
purposes, their work will be yet incomplete.
They must penatrate the human soul, and eradicate
the light of reazom and the love of Iiberty. Then,
and not till then, when universal darkness and
despair prevail, can you perpetuate Slavery, and
repress all gympathies, and all humane and
benevolent efi"om among freemen, in behalf of
the unhappy portion of onr race doomed to
hondage.”

Nor bave we forgotten that the same great
orator, in 1850, said :

“1 have said that 1 never could vote for it myself; and
1 repent that I never can and never will voie, and no carthl
potwcer sver will make me vois o spread Slavery over prri-
tory where it does not exist”

The South has forced upon us this iseue, and
we accept it. We claim Knosas for Freedom, by
right and by compact. “ Kansas for Freedom
is inscribed this day upon ten thousand banners,
which float all over the free North. Her army
of freemen are marching to the music of “ Lis-
srry and Union.” Our platform is the Declara-
tion of Independence. Our candidate is the brave
and gallant Fremont, in whose veins runs the
eame blood that vitalized Washington. Our
hopes are in God, whose aid we invoke, as did
our fathera of old.

j?e are in the midst of a political revolution.
It;is a necessary purifier. Let it go on! When
&a ldtmoap:ﬂl‘iez:ecom putrid with disease, the

under an tning are nec to remove
the seeds of death. go in this mlic. When
dangers lurk in every avenue to the citadel of
Lilerty, nothing but a political revolation can
save us from calamity,

The blood which has stained the free soil of
Kansas and the floor of the Senate Chamber waa
needed ns an atonement for the past servility of
Northern men. If the sacrifice shall prove effi-
cacious In exterminating the race of doughfaces,
it is not too much.

The crisis is one of awfal moment! Men of
the free North, the interests of Freedom are con-
fided to you! The welfare of the Republic de-
pends upon your action | The destinies of a con-
tinent hanﬁ upon your decision! The hopes of
nnborn millions survive or perish by your votes !
Action in such s case becomes godlike, and vo-
ting rises to the solemnity and dignity of prayer.
Rear your defences, O freemen! ?hu upon all
the watch-towers brave and true men—*“ men who
know their rights, and, knowing, dare maintain.”

The day that witnesses the triumph of Liberty
I:ilthis mlgh“ty ﬁﬂlul: will bﬁe remembered in

mlﬁ story ; and posterity will call those
blessed who cnllnfor!’rudom,:l it always does
m 12;‘0. with brave hearts and true, battle for
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