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Mr. Sreaxzr: T am constrained to oppose this
tall for the admission of Oregon as a State, with
tie Constitution presented by the people of that
Territory. | would refer the question back to
that people, as proposed by the amendment of
which I have given notice, and allow them with-
cut delay 10 frame a Constitution in conformity
with the Constitution of the United States.

My opposition to this bill cannot be attributed
{4 any mwere sectional prejudice. The geograph-
ical locality of Oregon excludes any such conciu-
#:m as o myself. Oregon belongs to the North-
west—thst portion of the country from which I
come, and which [ have the honor, in part, to
represent on this flopr. Nor can gentlemen at-
tribute my bostility to this bill to the considera-
tion that Uregon has pot population equal to that
required by law for & Representative in Congress.
Thas Constitution was adopted by the people of
Orrgon on the Sth day of November, 1857, She
kad not then, in my judgment, over fifty thou-
sund of representative population; even the Dele-
gute from that Territary [Mr. Lasg] has not ven-
tured to say that she had then the representative
numiser. Bat, sir, although Oregon had not then,
und has not now, the representative ratio—cer-
tainly no more population than Kansas—I wounld
uot exclude ber on that account.

It does not becomd gestlemen who have sus-
pended the right of petition in Kansas by the in-
famous provition of the conference act, to insist
that those of us on this side shall not only ree-
ogmide the right in Oregon to come in with her
present population, bgt shall grant their petition

by the fathers of the Republic, and by them in-
corporated in their early legislation for the gov-
ernment of the Territories und the organization
and admission of pew States. | have seen this
principle illustrated in this House since I have
bad the honor of a place on this floor.

By the Constitution of [llinois, all votes cast
for two of her Representatives, elected to the
Thirty-fourth Congress, were declared void by
reason of disabilities imposed upon them by the
amended Constitution of that State. On this
ground, their seats were contested by gentlemen
who received all the legal votes cast, if the su-
peradded restrictions of the State Constitution
of Illinocis were to be allowed to control the
rights of the people under the Federal Constitu-
tion. This House disregarded the State restric-
tions, because it contravened the rights of the
people under the Federal Constitution, and deci-
ded that votes for Representatives in Congress,
given for persons having the qualifications pre-
seribed by the Federal Constitution, were valid,
the State Constitution to the contirary notwith-
standing. The conclusion that any State Con-
stitution, or State law, which confiicts with the
Constitution of the United States, and impairs
say right, political or personal, guarantied there-
by, is null and void, logically results from that
provision which declares the Coustitution of the
United States, and the laws and treaties made
in pursuance thereof, 10 be the supreme law of
the land. To the right understanding of the
limitations of the Constitution of the United
States upon the seversl States, it ought not to
be overlooked, that whenever the Constitution
guaranties to it citizens A right, either natural
or conventional, such guarantee is in itself a
limitation upon the States; whenever the Con-
stitution confers a general power to legislate or
make treaties, the limitation arises only upoa |
the rightful exercise of the power. In the one |
case it is the Constitution, in the other it is the
law or treaty, that is the supreme law.

The Uregon Constitution, in its first section,
second article, violates a law of the United
States ; unless, indeed, your proposed act of ad-

for admission, even though it aske a departure
from, nnd an inloaecdon of, the Constitution of
the United States. There never was any enabling
act passed, nuthorizivg the people of Uregon to
frame this Constitution. ln my judgment, no
cunbling act was needful to authorize the people
of Uregon to frame a Constitution and memorial-

, being inc tent with a pre-existing
law of the United States, be o repeal of that law.
1 shall not consider the question of the repeal of
the naturalization laws at this time. [ take it
for granted that gentlemen who insist on the
passage of this bill, and the establishment thereby
of this Oregon Cosstitution as the fundamental®

ize Congress for adwmission under it. Their right
g0 Lo petition Congress is inberent, and guaran-
tied by the Constitation. But 1 ask why this |
right should be regarded in Oregon and forbid- |
den in Kansas ¥  Gentlemen have no right thus

1o discriminate ; sud il they do, they tann0t|
claim that they are the exclusive friends of free |
States, and of their adwmission into the Union.
They may prate that to marines, not to old sail-
ors, The Constitution declares that each State
ghall have at least ane Representative in Con-
gress, irrespective of population. Hence | con-
clude that the wani of ninety-three thousand
four hundred and twenty of population in Ore-
gon ought not to exclude her.

Sir, the reasons which constrain me to oppose
the admission of Uregon, apply irrespective of
latitude or of any prevailing political sentiment
nmoug the people of the proposed State. In my
Judgment, sir, no Representative should inquire,
upon a question of the admission of & new State,
whether itz locality be in the North or South, the
Eazt or West of the Iepublic; whether its people
runge themselves politically as Democrats or Re-
publicans, | protest that po such considerations
do sow, or have at any time, influenced my
mind upon this question. 1 look upon the erec- |
tion of new Stutes and their admission into the |
Union as an object of patriotic desire. No man
does or can sywpathize more warmly than my-
sell with the pioneera of American civilization—
the founders of new States, who extend the lim-
it of the Republic, who carry the arts of civili-
sation into the wilderness, and make glad its
solitary places with the homes of freemen ; who
make your hitherto wild and uncultivated lands
to yield their annual increase, and your Litherto
solitary rivers to bedr the products of a thrifty
industry or contribute their motive power to the
production of new wealth ; whose rugged, busy
hands, energized by the creative power of genius,
uncover the immense mineral deposita of the |
great West, suiject them to the tried processes
of science, and mould them, nmid the darkness
which broods over the blast of the farnnce and
the rolling of the wheel, into forms of streagth
and use and beauty. Such men, sir, sre entitled
to our consideration, and no man will more
cheerfully or cordially than mysell, favor any
legitimnate or just legislation for their bepefit.

But, however much 1 desire the admission of
the new State of Umepon, | cannot copsent to
sanction the Constitution now hefore us, by giv-
ing my vote for this bill. | know, sir, Lthere are
those, and amongst them, | regret to gay, the
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Tuaves,)
who hold that we do not sanction this Constitu-
tion by voting for the bill admitting Oregon into
the I'nion. The gentleman from Massachusetts
[Mr. Trnaven] said, that when he took his official
oath to support the Constitution of the United
States. be did not swear that other people should
not violate it. 1 1l that gentleman, and all who
agree with him, that every officer, Federal and
Stawe, whether legislative, executive, or judicial,
who hns taken thnt official oath which we have
all tnken, to support the Constitution of the
United States, are bound in conscience and in
law by that onth, neither to violate that Consti-
tution themselves, nor to permit othera to violate
it by their act and with their consent.  What we
do by snother, we do ourselves. The fact, sir,
cannul be gaigsayed, that by passing this bill, we
sanction the Oregon Constitution, snd make it
the fundamental law of that Territory, It is
equally clear that, by our rejection of this bill,
thut instrument called the Coustitution of Oregon
will have no more effect than the paper on which
it is printed.

-Sappose the proposed Constitution orgrnized
an abzalute dekpolizm; wonld gentlemen gay that
they had go alternutive left them but to register
their votes for it, nad thereby give force and ef-
fect to i1, because it was the will of the people in
that distant Territory, and republican in torm ?
The people of the Territory of Oregon have the
sole right to frume a Stute Constitution for them-
selves, but they. must go exercise that right as
not to embody in thelr Constitution provisions
repuguant o the Copstitution of the United
States, violative of the nghita of citizens of the
United States. In my judgment, sir, this Con-
stitution. framed by the people of Oregon, is re-
pugnant to the Federal Constitution, and viola-
tive of the rights of citipens of the United States,
1 know, sir, that some gentlemen have a short
and eady method of digposing of guch objections
as these, by assuming that the people of the
State, after admission, may, by changing their
Constitation, insert therein every objectionable
featare which, hefore admissibn, they were con-
etrained to omit in order to segure the favorable
action of Congress. If this assumption implies
that new States have the right so to do, to the
infringement of the Censtitution of the United
States, end of the righta of the citizens thereof,
I deny the assumption. If the assumption only
means that they maght arrogate to themselves
und exercise powers which they do not possess,
to the prejudice and injury of themselves, and
in contravention of the Federal Constitution and
of the rights of citizens of the other States of the
Union, it only tends 1w prove, if anything, too
much, to wit: that new States ought not to be
admitted. Such reasoning, to my wind, proves
nothing; or, if anything, that we should consent
to a violation of the Constitution of our country,
aud of the rights of the people and the rights of
the States, becanse the same wrong might be
done by others.

This assumption, sir, implies, that by the very
act of admission, under whatever form of Consti-
tation, you arm the new State with the sole

law of that Territory, do not advocate a repeal
of the naturalization laws of the United States.
The second section of the second article of the
Uregon Uonstitution contains these words :

** lu all vlections not silisrwise provided for in this Consti-
Wton," * & & “epary white male of foretgn birth of the ¢
nge of twenty-one years and opwards, who shall have resided
it the United Statis one yoar, and sball bave resided in ths
Satr durmg the =ix months immedintely preceding such
clecton, and shiall buve declared his mtention to become o
citizen of the Unitedd States one year preceding moch ele
Gon,”" & & & & qhall be entithed to vote at all elections
authorizged by law ™

Now, sir, this ia simply a provision that aliens,
upon one year's residence, afier & mere declara-
tion of intention to become & citizen of the Uni-
ted States, may vote at all general elections, for
all Federal and State officers; that aliens, by
reason of one year's residence after a declaration
of intention, may elect your Representative in
Congress, and select the State Legislature to
chooge your United States Senators, and elect
Presidential electors for the purpose of choosing
a President and Vice President of the United
States. 1 do not besitate to say that this pre-
sents the question, whether a State may transfer
the sovereignty of the ballot, which is the ulti-
mate sovereignty of the country, to aliens, on
one year's residence, and a mere declaration of
intention to become citizens of the United States
when it suits them, and not Lefore. If there
were no other objection to this Constitution, |
might surrender my individual judgment to the

of the sovereignty of our country in aid of their
infamons master ?

If 1 am right in this, sir, then T submit that
the elective franchise for the election of Federal
officers, efther directly or indirectly, should be
confined to, and exercised exclusively by, citi-
zens of the United States, resident within the
several States. That the several States have, by
the terms of the Federal Constitution, the excla-
sive power to regulate and control the exercise
of the elective franchise in all general elections,
Federal and State, is conceded ; but 1 do deny
that any State can rightfully, under the Federal
Constitution, transfer this great political privi-
lege, in whole or in part, from the citizens of the
United States, native and naturalized, to aliens,
who owe no allegiance to our Constitution, who
are not obliged to bear arms in defence of our
country, and who cannot be held to answer for
treazon if they give aid aod comfort to the pub-
lic enemy, or if they themselves levy war against
us. If the States may transfer this right in part |
to aliens, they may give it exclusively to aliens
What is the elective franchise, which you pro-
pose to give to aliens ? It is the sovereignty of |
America, secured by the Constitution to the peo- |
ple, the citizens of the United States resident
within the several States, and by the exercise of |
which, directly or indirectly, the people appoint |
persons of their chgice to fill the legislative, ju- |
dicial, and executive departments of their own
Government; makey interpret, and enforce their |
own treaties and laws, and do all other acts |
which u free and independent people may of
right do. %l

Between myself and gentlemen there is a per-
fect agreement in lll‘!, that the several States may
fletermine who, amongst the citizens of the Uni-
ted States resident within their respective limits,
faay exercise the elegtive franchise ; they may pre-
gcribe the age of majority requisite to the exercise |
of this right; the term of residence within_ the |
State ; whether citizens, male or female, shall |
vote: whether a tdx or property qualification
ghall be required ; but I deny that any State may
sightfully transfer this political right from the
gitizen to the alien, and, it may be, to the open
and avowed enemy of the country and the Con-
stitution !  Of the several States composing the
[Union, there are but four which, by their Consti-
tutions, confer the elective franchise upon aliens.
These are all modern innovations; they are
Wichigan, Wisconsin, lndiana, (by her amended |

pustitution,) and Minnesots. This last State |
%t only makes aliens electors, but also declures |
em elegible to the State Legislature. The
ords used in some instances in the Constitu-
ons of some of the original States, and of the
st of the new States, such as “ freemen” and
“inhabitants,” have generally, if not always,
en construed to mean and intend citizens.
| The Constitution very clearly imports that only
rzonz born here or naturalized by law are citi-
# as of the United States; for, in preseribing the
ialifications of Senators and Representatives
Congress, the Constitution employs the term
itizens of the United States,” and in preseri-
og the qualifications of President of the United
States, it employs the terms, “ natural-born citi-
y28n, or & citizen of the United States at the time
of the adoption of this Constitution.” These pro-
visions, together with the express power con-
ferred upon Congress to establish a uniform sys-
tem of paturalization, are only intelligible upon
the hypothesis that citizene of the United States
arg the free inhabitants, born and domiciled
within the United States, or naturalized under
the laws thereof, and that these alone are eiti-
zeps, when resident therein, of the several States,
and, as sach, conpstitute the body politic, the
people of the several States, who should exercise
the elective franchise in the general elections,
either State or National.
That such is the true intent and meaning of

bad precedents in the cases of the admission of

Michigan, Wisconsin, and, more recently, ot'[
Minnesota. I think such concessions to new

States most pernicious ia policy, and of doubtful
constitutionality.

By declaring his intention to become a citizen
of the United States an alien does not renounce
his allegiance to the Government of bis native |
country, nor does he acknowledge any allegiance |
to ours. He only gives notice that he may do so |
at his pleasure. lle may never carry ont his in-
tention, and there is no law to compel him.
When the Oregon enabling act passed this House, |
in the Thirty-fourth Congresz, it was so amended,
by sn overwhelming vote of the House, as 10
limit the elective franchise in the election of del-
egates 1o frame a Constitution for Oregon, and
in the retification thereof, to citizens of the Uni-
ted States. That act never paszed the Senate.
But & like amendment to the Minnesots enabling |
act was, in the Seuate, voted for by every Nen-
ator present at the time, except one. The Uon-
stitution af the United States, in its first article,
provides that the Hepresentatives in Congress
“ahnll be chosen by the people of the several |
States;” and that the electors zhall have the
qualifications requisite for electors of the most
numerous branch of the State Legislatures of
the severnl Stutes. The people here referred to |
are the same community, or body politic, called, |
in the preamble of the Federal Constitution,
“the people of the United States.” They are
citizens of the United States, and no other people
whatever. It has always been well understood
amongst jurists in this conntry, that the citizens
of each State constitate the body politic of each
community, called the people of the State; and
that the citizens of each State in the Union are |
ipso facto citizens of the United States. (Story |
on the Constitution, vol. 3, p. 563.) |

Who are citizens of the United States? Sir, |
they are those, and those only, who owe allegi-
ance to the Government of the United Suates;
not the base allegiance imposced upon the Saxon
by the Conqueror, which required him to medi- |
tate in solitude and darkness at the sound of the |
curfew ; but the allegiance which requires the |
citizen not only to obey, but to support and de- |
fend, if need be with his life, the Constitution of
bis country. Al tree persons born and domi-
ciled within the jarisdiction of the United
States, are citizens of the United States from |
birth ; all aliens become citizens of the United |
States only by act of nataralization, under the |
laws of the United States. What [ bave said on |
this question of United States citizenship, and |
the words “ the people,” as used in the Consti- |
tution of the United States, is sustained by ju-
rists and the decigions of the courts, }‘edem]!
and State. {
Rawle writez as follows :
“ The cittzons of each State constituted the citizens of the |
United States when the Constitution was adoplod. The riglins |
which appertam o themn as citens of those Fespeclive Com
tonwealtlis sccompanied them m We formation of the great |
compound Commonweaith which ensued.  They becae |
citimens of the latter, without coasig to be citigens of the
former ; and be who was subsoquent!y Dorn n citien ol & State, ]
Detume, at (e woiment of his birth, a citlzon of the United
Stated. "—Rawle on the Conaitution, pag: 86,

Chancellor Kent says :

<1 aslave, born in the United States, he manumaitted, or
otherwise lawiully discharged (rom bondage, or o o black
man be born within the Unitod states, and born {ree, he be
comes thencelorward a citizen. "—2 Keal's (., 4th ed |
page 257—Note.

For the benefit of the other side of the House,
who profess a more than Eastern devotion to the
Supreme Court of the United States, and ils de-
cision in the Dred Scott case, I quote from the
opinion of the Chiel Justice in that case the fol-
lowing :

“ The words * pouple of the Unitod Stagon,’ and * clizens,”
Are SYnoODymous terms, and mean the same thiog.  They
both desaribe the politien] body who, arcording (o our re
publican institations, form the powercigity, und who hold
the power and conduct the Govemment Wseir repire
seatatives. '—10 Howand, 8. . K., page 400 .

I undertake to say, that the terms  people of
the United States,” and “ people of the several
States,” as used in the Constitution of the United
States, have invariably received this judicial con-
struction in all our courts, State and National;
and on this point I challenge contradiction.

In the same case, the same court says further:

“It I8 true, every person, and every class and description

power over persons and within its terri-
torial limits; and ho r oppressive
or unjust its legislation -lr be, bowever odious |
or unconstitutional, it is without lv:;:l;, and is

. T

| of persons, who were, at the thee of the adoption of the
v " ) as citigens in the I States, be-
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ment of that crime which only citizens can
mit. The first section of the crimes act for the

Buhhn-tof treason ia the only statute of the
nited States on that subject, and s as follows:

The Congress of the United States should not
consent that the sovereignty of the ballot, which
is the sovereignty of America, should be trans-
ferred by its act to those who may use it to aid
and who may themeelves levy war upon

sovereignty of the peo-

significant words, that

are declared

must be “subject to the

This as-

Constitution

Constitution,

pursuance

of the land,

tate to the

Constitation the

assumption that,

10 require the people to make it conformab
to the Constitution country and

Jjustice, is a mere that, after admis-

sion upon a just they may of right

change it to an one, and hyonrncth:

armed with the pow m”; ﬂﬂt:ﬂ, .

witl;out remedy. any assume

any such result. sir, is & formed

under the Consti of the United States, but

a collection of of whom is bound

"by the restrictions of the Federal Constitution,

and so coutinue &f;ﬂﬁ"‘!mm

before? This is au old idea. 15 Was entertained

| which is, that the °* times, places, and manner, of

| agents, all the ofticers of the Federal Govern-

| honor, of power,and of trust, under the Consti-

| is worthy ol remark, that every political right

| the United States, being inhabitauts of the States
t in which, not by which, they are chosen.

' guighed from the limited term citizen—as in the

the Constitution, may well be inferred from the
express provisions of the fourth and fifth sections
of the first article of the Constitution ; the first of

holling elections for Senators and Representa-
tives, shall be prescribed in each State by the
Legislature thereof; but the Congress may, at
any time, by law, make or alter such regulations,
except ns to the places of choosing Senators:”
and the latter of which provides, that“ each Housge
[of Congress] shall be the judge of the elec-
tions, returns, and qualifications, of its own mem-
bers”  Here is & power expreasly given to Con-
gress to preserile, by law, the manner, as well as
the times, of choosing Representatives and Sen-
ators. This power was manifestly conferred, ns
was also the power in eacii House to judge of the
elections.of its members, to enable the people of
the United States, as one body politic, to main-
tain thejr-National Government, under the peace-
ful opemaiion of law, against any and every at-
tempt onthe part of noy of the States, or the
Legisiatures thereof, to interrupt or overthrow
it; and, above all, | maintain that theze powers
were conferred fur the espocial protection of the
political rights of the e¢itizens of the United
Siates. How strongly they proclaim the fact—
one people, one Constitution, and one country !
Sir, what are the distinctive political rights of
citizens of the United States? The great right
to chiooze (under the laws of the States) sever-
ally, ns I romarked before, either directly by bal-
lot, or indirectly through their dnly-constituted

ment, legislative, executive, and jodicial, and
thronzh these to make all conatitutional lawa
for their own government, and to interpret and
enforce them; the right, also, to hold and exer-
cise, upon election thereto, the several offices of |

tution und Government of the United States. It

guarantied by the Coostitution of the United
States is limited by the words people or citizen,
or by an official oath, to those who owe allegi-
ance to the Constitution. The right to exercise
the office of a Representative or Senator in Con-
gress i3 a political right, and, by the terms of the
Constitution, its exercise is limited to citizens of

The
reservition of political powers is a reservation
to the States or the people-—hoth of which terms
import citizens of the United States—and limit
the exercize of all reserved powers to the citizens
of the United States, acting as such through
their National or State organizations.

And in further illustration of my position, 1
invite attention to the significant fact that natursl
or inherput rights, which belong to all men, irre-
spective of all conventional regulations, are by
this Constitution guarantied by the broad and
comprehensive word “ person,” as contradistin-

fifth article of amendments, guarding those suered
rights which are as universal and indestructible
a3 the humag race, that “ no person shall be de-
prived of life, liberty, or property, but by due
process of law, nor ghall private property be
tuken without just compensation.” And this
guarantee applies to all citizens within the Uni-
ted States. That these wise and benefcent guar-
urn.ien of politieal rights to the citizens of the
United States, as such, and of natural rights to
all persons, whetber citizens or strangers, may
not be infringed, it is further in this National
Constitation provided :

“ That this Constitution, and the laws of the United States
which shall be nude in porsoance thereof, und all treaties
made, or which shall be made, under the authority of the
United Stntes, shail be the supreme law of the land, aud the
Jidges in every =tate shall be boumd theroby, anyibing in
the Cunstithition or Liws of auy Stale to the coutrary notwith-
standing.'—Article 6.

There, sir, is the limitation upon State sover-
cignty—simple, clear, and strong. No State may
rightfully, by Constitntion or statate law, impair
any of these guarantied rights, either political or
natural. They may uot rightfully or lawfully
declare that the strong citizens may deprive th s
weak citizens of their rights, natural or political ;
and if the State should do so by enacting statutes
to that effect, there stands the limitation of the
Consiitution of the United Stutes, sanctioned by
the strong avertment assented to and ratified by
all the people and all the States—this Constito-
tion shall be the supreme law; and the judges
in every State shall be bound th Every
State in this Union, either by the express words
of their respective Constitutions, or by construe-
tiom, restrict the right of the elective franchise to
those who owe allegiance to the Government and
Constitution of the United States, except the
States of Michigan, Indiana, Wisconsin, and
Minnesota. If rekistance to the admission of
new States, on the ground that their Constitu-
tions confer this grest political right of the citi-
zen upon aliens, i3 not allowable, and will not
be heard here, 1 shall then appeal to that public
opinion which, after all, is the defender
of the Constitution against such innovation, and
efth: rights of the people against such infringe-
men

I bave but a word more on the point that the
States may not transfer the great rr:ht of Amer-
ican sovereignty from the citizens of the United

g
&

rights, signed the act of 1802, which still
in full force on your statute iwok,nul
these words :

E

** Any alien, being a free white person, may be admitied
mhwaentwndwﬂnmm,w'mdﬁ—,u
the following conditions, and not otherwise. '

After these w follow the pi for nat-

-3

i

uralization. Auny alien shall become a citizen
any State of the Union only as by this
- law! For State-rights meun to talk about the

right of any of the States to confer the t of
citizenship on aliens, in violation of thia Jeffer-
sonian statute, is enough to make the very ashes
of that apostle of the rights of the States move
in his coffin !

Bn&,ﬂ%ﬁnﬁmﬁ objectionable fea-
ture o this Oregon Constitu-
tion. That is the provision of the schedule
which declares that large numbers of the citizens
of the United States shall not, after the admission
of proposed State of come or be
within said State; that they shall hold no prop-
erty there; and that they shall not ute
any suits in any of the courts of that State ; and
that the Legh{ntm shall, by statute, make it &
penal offence for mn{ person to harbor any of the
excluded class of their fellow-citizens who may
thereafter come or be within the State. This
provision seems to me, in its spirit and letter, to
be injustice and oppression incarnate. This
provision, gir, excludes from the State of Oregon
eight bundred thousand of the native-born citi-
zens of the other States, who are, therefore, cit-
izens of the United States. I grant you thatsa
State may restrict the exercise of the elective

franchise to certain classes of citizens of the |

United States, to the exclusion of others: but I
deny that any State may exclude a law-abiding
citizen of the United States from coming within
its territory, or abiding therein, er acquiring
and enjoying property therein, or from the en-

joyment therein of the “ privileges and immuni- |

ties " of a eitizen of the United States. What
says the Constitution :

““The citizens of each State shall be entitled to all privi-
leges and immunities of citizons u the sevoral States. "—
Article 4, getion 2.

Here is no qualification, as in the clause guar-
antying suffrage or an elective representation to
ihe people; here is no room for that refined con-
struction, that each State may exclude all or any
of the citizens of the United States from its ter-
ritory. The citizens of each State, all the citi-
zend of each State, being citizens of the United
States, shall be entitled to “all privileges and
immunities of citizens in the several States.”
Not to the rights and immunities of the several
States; not to those constitutional rights and
immunities which result exclusively from Stite
authority or State legislation; but to “all privi-
leges and immunities” of citizens of the United
States in the several States. There is an ellipsis
in the language employed in the Constitution,
but its meaning is self-evident, that it is * the
privileges and immunities of citizens of the Uni-
ted States in the several States" that it guaran-
ties.

This guaranty of the Constitution of the Uni-
ted States is senseless and & mockery, if it does
not limit State sovereignty, and restrain each
and every State from closing its territory and its
courts of justice ageinst citizens of the United |
States. Lest it may be gaid that [ have over-
stated the odious provisions of this Oregon
Constitution, ] read the entire provisions of this
section of the schedule, and which is expressly
declared to be ““a part of this Constitution : "

““Sec. 4. No free negro or mulatio, not residing in this
St at the time of the adoption of this Constitution, shall
vyer come, reside, or be within this Swie, or hold any real
eslate, or make any coptract, or mainlain any sgit therein ;
and the Legislative Assembly shall provide by ponal laws
for the removal by publie officers of all such free negroes
and mulatioes, and for their effectunl excivsion from the
State, and for the punishment of persons who shall bring
them into the State, or employ or hurbor them therein. '—
Cregom Comstitulion, Mis. Doc., No. 35, page 20,

The Constitution of Oregon, which contains
this infamous atrocity, was adopted on the 9th |
of November, 1857 ; and we, by approving it, and |
giving to it the force of law, as we shall do if we |
pass this bill, declare that our legislation for this
horrid oppression shall not only operate npon
these proscribed eight hundred thousand free-
men, citizens of the United States, from and after
this day, but, by relation to the time of the adop-
tion of this instrument, shall operate from the
9th of November, 1857. Since that day, doubt-
less, some of this excluded class have entered
that Territory; and, if they have, you declare,
by passing this bill, that their entrance of that
Territory, after that day, was a crime; “that
they shall not reside, or be,” within that State ;
that they shall hold no real estate there, although
acquired before you passed this bill, or gave '
effect to that act of exclusion; that they shall
make no contract; that they shall maintain no
suit, either for the enforcement of a right or the
redress of & wrong; that they shall be expelled
and “ effectually excluded” by penal enactments; |
and that whoever harbors them within that State,
whoever shelters them in sickness or distress, in
hunger or in cold, shall be guilty of a crime be-

ume 2, page 606. By this reference it will be
seen that in that Congress, on the 25th June,
1778, the Articles of Confederation being under
consideration, it was moved by delegates of South
Caroling to amend the fourth article, by iul!niyg
after the word “ free,” and before the word * in-
babitants,” the word * white,” so that *the
privileges and immunities of citizens in the sev-
eral States should be limited exclusively to white
inhabitants.” The vote on this amendment was
taken by States, and stood two States for and
eight against it, and one equally divided. This
action of ‘the Congress of 1778 was a clear and
direct avowal that all free inbabitants, white
and black, except ¢ paunpers, vagabonds, and
fugitives from justice,” (which were expresaly
excepted,) were entitled to all the pri and
immunities of free citizens in the several States.”

At the time of the adoption of the Constitation,
only some States—South Carolina, Virginia, and
Delaware—made colgr & qualification or basis of
sulfrage. la five of the others, the elective fran-
chise was exercised by free inhabitants, black
and white; and therefore, in five of the States,
black men co-operated with white men in the
elections, and in the formation of the Constitu-
tion of the Upited States. Inasmuch as black
men helped to make the Constitution, as well as
to achieve the independence of the country by
the terrible trial by battle, it is not surprising
that the Constitution of the United States does
not exclude them from the body politic, and the
priviligea and immunities of citizens of the Uni-
ted States. Thaf great instrument included in
the new body politie; by the name of ““ the people
of the United States,” all the then free inhabit-
ants or citizens of the United States, whether
white or black, not even excepting, as did the
Articles of Confederation, paupers, vagabonds,
or fugitives from justice. Thenceforward, all
these classes, beingfiree inhabitants, irreapective
of age, or sex, or complexion, and their descend-
ants, were citizens of the United States. No dis-
tiuctions were made against the poor aud in
favor of the rich, or against the free-horn blacks
and in favor of the whites. This Government
rests upon the absolute equality of patural rights
amongst men. There is not, and cannot be, any
equality in the enjoyment of political or conven-
tional rights, becanse that is impossible.

The franchise of the office of a Representative
in Congress is a political right. Tt cannot be ex-
ercised by all; it is therefore limited to those who
possess the qualifications of citizenship, age, and
residence, prescribed by the Constitution, und who
are duly elected by the mujority of the people of
any State or district entitled so to elect. So the
elective franchise is a political right, which all
cannot exercise, and is therefore limited to some
citizens, to the exclusion of others. An infant
in its cradle, the child of a citizen of the United
States, is also & citizen of the United States, but
has not the capacity to exercise this political
right, and is therefore excluded from it. Practi-
cally, politieal rights are exercised only by the
majority of the male population, and are subject
to just such limitations s the majority see fit to
impose. To this I have, and can have, no objec-
tion. Gentlemen need not trouble themselves,
therefore, about the demagogue cry of “ the po-
litical equality of the negro.”” Nobody proposes
or dreams of political equality, any more than of
physical or mental equality. It is as impossible
for men to establish equality in these respects as
it is for “the Ethiopian to change his skin.”
Who would say that all men are equal in stature,
in weight, and in physical strength; or that all
are equal in natural mental force, or in intellectual
acquirements? Who, on the other hand, will be
bold enough to deny that all persons are equally
entitled to the enjoyment of the rights of life and
liberty and property ; and that no one should be
deprived of life or liberty, but as punishment for
crime ; nor of his property, against his consent
and without due compensation ? :

But it is not necessary to take time in demon-
strating that all free persons born and domiciled
within the United States are citizens of the Uni-
ted States. The fact is notoriomns, that at the
formation of the Constitution but few of the

| States made color the basis of suffrage, and all of

them, either by the words or the construction of
their Constitutions, affirmed the fact that all na-
tive-born free persons were citizens. Allow me
to cite from those early State Congtitutions.
New Hampshire, by her Constitution of 1792,
declared that every male inhabitant of the State,
twenty-one years of age and upward, except pau-
pers and persons excused from paying taxes at
their own reguest, shull have & right to vote at
all elections. This was construed to admit all
but aliens. This Constitution also declares that

fore the law, and punished as a criminal. Would
not this be an ex post facto law? By what au-
thority, sir, can you enuct it ? It is forbidden by |
the Constitution of the United Stutes.

That our country might be saved the shame
and infamy and crime of such legislation, vur |
fathers inserted in the first article, ninth section,
of the Constitution, an absolute and perpetual
prohibition in these words: “No ex post fucto law
shall be passed.” This inhibition of our Natiounal
Constitution, sir, is as sacred as any other pro-
vision of that great instrument; and the official
oath “to support the Constitution,” which you
in your great office administered to all of us,
binds us, in my judgment, to respect alike all
the specific requirements and limiiations of the
Conastitution, not only to save it from violation
or infringement by our own act, but by the
act of others with our consent! But, sir, this
odious section is not only retroactive in its penal
and offensive provisions, but it extends the same
prohibitions over the future—all the future:
“ No free negro or mulatto, not residing in this
State at the adoption of this Constitution, shall
ever come, reside, or be, within this State, or
hold any real estate, or make any contract, or
maintain any suit therein;" and this denial to
eight hundred thousand citizens of the United
States and their descendants forever to hold real
estate in Oregon, or make contracts, or maintain
any suit in vindication of their rights, or for the
redress of their wrongs, is to bie enforced by the
same atrocious sanction—the enactment of penal
laws—which is especially enjoined by this infa-
mons instrument upon the Legislative Assembly
of Uregon.

Gentlemen say that we violate the ordinanece of
1757, which, by the act of 1845, was extended |
over Uregon, by resisting the admission of Ore-
gon upon this Constitution. I very much fear
that gentlemen who say this, have never read
the ordinance of 1787. 1 mean no disrespect.
gir; but | say the veriest dolt cannot feil to see
that this provision of the Uregon Constitution is
in direct conflict with, and violative of, the second
article of that great ordinance. That article de-
clares that the inbabitants of that Territory shall
always be entitled to the benefit of the writ of
habeas corpus and of the trinl by jury. This Con-
stitution of Uregon denies both these rights to
some of the inhabitants. That article declares
that no man shall be deprived of his liberty or
property but by the judgment of his peers or the
law of the land. is sacred provision is also
violated by this Constitation of Oregon, unless,
indeed, gentlemen say a negro or mulatto is no
man, but only a brute. That article farther
declares :

* For the rvation of -
dorstood and deciared, thut 5O law' GuEM ver vs be suade
or have force in the mid Territory, that shall, n any mwan-
ner whatever, interfere with private contracts or eng
wents, bima fide and without frand previously formed.

This will be the very effect of your retroactive
legislation, which gives force to this Constitution
of Oregon; which declares, in section three of
the schedule, that it shall take effect from its
adoption, and that no negro or mulatto not re-
siding there at the time of its adoption, (9th No-
vember, 1857,) ‘shall ever hold any real estate,
make any contract, or maintain any suit there-
in.” Contracts, therefore, made by such persons,
since 9th November, 1857, are to be held null
and void, and zeal estate, by them acquired, con-

" Sir, if the persons thus excluded from the
t to maintain any suit in the courts of Ore-
were not citizens of the United States; if
were not natives, born of free parents within
limits of the Republic, I should oppose this
; because I say that a State which, in its
Mu:fhv, es to any personm, or to a
class of persons, a hearing in her courts o
ought to be treated as an outlaw, n
worthy a place in the gisterhood of the Republic
A guit is the legal demand of one’s right, and th.

E

“all men are born equally free and independent.”
Massachusetts, by her Constitution of 1780, de-

| clured thut “all men are born free and equal,

and have certain natural, esgential, and inalien-
able rights, amongst which are the right of en-
joying and defending life and liberty, and of ac-
quiring and possessing property.”” And contain-
ed the same general provision for snffrage as New
Hampshire, with a small property qualification.
Rhode Island, under the charter of Charles II,
allowed negroes to vote, and recognised them as
citizens.
Connecticut, under her charter, did the same,
New York, by the Constitution of 1777, gave
suffrage to “every male inhabitant)’' upon six
months' residence, and a property qualification.
All free persons, then, born and domiciled in
any State of the Union, are citizens of the Uni-
ted States ; and, although not equal in respect
of political rights, are equal in respect of natural
rights. Allow me, sir, to disarm prejudice, and
silence the demagogue cry of “ negro suffrage,”’
and “negro political equality,” by saying, that
no gane man ever eeriously proposed political
equality to all, for the reason that it is impossi-
ble. Politieal rights are conventional, not nat-
ural; limited, nbt mniversal; and are, in fact,
exercised only by the majority of the qualified
electors of any State, and by the minority only
nominally.
therefore, I recogniae the obligation of
the majority to extend political privileges, so far
as consigtent with the stability of good govern-
ment, to the largest number of the citizens, | as
fully recognise the fact that all political privi-
are, and ought to be, under the absolute
control of the majority in a republican Govern-
ment ; and their will i3, and should be, the law.
But, sir, while this is cheerfully conceded, I can-
not and will not consent that the majority of
any republican State may, in any way, right-
fully restrict the humblest citizen of the United
States in the free exercise of any one of his nat.
ural rights ; those rights common to all men, and
to protect which, not to confer, all good Gov-
erpments are instituted amongst men ; and the
failure to maintain which inviolate furnishes, at
all times, a sufficient cause for the abrogation of
government ; and, | may add, imposes a necessity
for such abrogation, and the reconstruction of

“the political fabric on a juster basis, and with

aurer 3.

- JOf my resistance to the passage of this bill,

‘gir, snd the enactment into a law of this Oregon
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mere negro question, and making a negro
equal, poli , With & white man. | ask no
¢ of the 9 it is written in the Federal

titation. re the States as that Consti-
tution lea: # Lo regulate the elective
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or so unfortunate as to be born with tawny
ekins !

This provision, sir, which denies a fair trial in
the courts of justice, excludes the same class of
our fellow-citizens, native-born, forever from the'
territory of that State. This is not only a viola-!
tion of that provision of the Constitn of the'
United States to which T before referred, which
secures to the citizens of each Btate the privi-
leges and immunities of citizens in every State of
the Union, but it is, | maintsin, a flagrant viols-
tion of the law of nature, as recognised by every
civilized nation on the globe. It is, sir, the pub-
lic law of the civilired world, that every free man
is entitled to live in the land of his birth. Ore-
gon, by becoming incorporated into the Union,
beeomes part of the country of every American
citizen, and therefore no citizen of the United
States can rightfully be excluded from it. If one
State may rightfully do this, every State may; if
it be right for one State thus to violate this law
of domicile, acknowledged by all the world, it
would be right for every State in the Union to
exclude every native-born colored man in Amer-
ica. What, in the name of God, would you do
with these men, these eight hundred thousand
free, native-born men, of our common country !
In the name of eternal justice, I deny this pre-
tended State right to exile any of its native-born
freemen, or deny them & fair hearing in mainte-
nance of their riyght.: in the courts of justice.

No, sir; it was not to legalize this horrid in-
justice that America was allowed to assnme her
proud place amongst the nations. It was not to
this end that the immortal Genoese, guided alone
by Providence and that tiny magunet which
twinkles on its card like a beam of light, gave to
the oppressed nations of the Old World this new
heaven and new earth. It was not to this end
that the Pilgrims came with their hymns of lofty
cheer :

And the stwrs heard, and the sea;

And the sounding nisles of the dim woods rang

To the amthem of the free!"
It was not to this end that the fathers of the Re-
public put forth their Declaration, and in
defence of it walked through the fire and storm
and darkness of a seven years’ war. It was not
to this end that Godigave them the victory, and
set for them his bow dn the cloud, like a bright-
ness out of heaven, giving token that the wild
deluge of oppression and blood should not again
sweep over their habitations. It was not to this
end that, after the victory was thus achieved,
those brave old men,with the dust of Yorktown
yet fresh upon their brows, and the blood of
Yorktown yet fresh upon their garments, pro-
claimed to the world, and asked it to be held in

of human nature.”

THIRTY-FIFTH CONGRESS,
Second Session.

Tuesday, February 22, 1859.
SENATE.

The General Appropriation Bill —A motion
gave rise to cunsu{:amble discussion ; pending
which, Mr. Hunter moved to take up the ex-
ecutive, legislative, and judicial appropriation
bill. Motion carried.

The total amount appropriated is abont five
and s half millions,

About half past one o’clock, a debate ensued
a3 to the order of bpsiness,

The Chair submitfed to the Senate, whether
they should continue the consideration of the
appropriation bill, or take up the bill for the
acquisition of Cuba.

bill was postponed, he would consider itas an
evasion of a direct vote on the bill,

A vote beiug taken on the question of post-
poning the Cu;]’:a bill, it was agreed to, by yeas
33, nays 32. -

The only amendments of importance intro-
duced in the bill, as reported from the Finance
Committee, were one making an appropriation
of $20,000 to take a eensus of the people of
Kansas, with the view of her admission into the
Union as a State.

Mr. Hale, of N. H., moved, as an additional
section, to repeal the restriction clause of the
act to admit Kansas, and called on the Oregon
Senators to do by her as they themselves had
been done by.

Messrs, Lane and Smith said, when Kansas
came hefore Congress seeking admission, they
would act by her with justice. The latter made
a speech of some length.

Mr. Douglas, of I1L., held that Kansas ought
to come in, irrespective of the census, with such
a Constitution as she shall choose. Hence he
did not admit the necessity of the appropriation.
He wunted either the appropriation stricken
ont, or the restrictive clause repenled.

Mr. Green, of Mo, entered his protest against
the introduetion of this exciting and inflamma-
tory subject. He mentioned that he was to-day

framed at Leavenworth, and which had been
offered by the Senator from New York, and
that he was delaying it at the instance of the
de]r-*ate from thé Territory, who says the peo-
ple do not wish to come in under that Constitu-
tion.
concluded by inealeating the duty of unity and
feeling in all sections of the country.

After severnl attempts to adjourn, most of
them defeated by the vigilance of Mr. Hunter,
who was anxious to get the bill passed, the
Senate, at a late hour, adjourned.

HOUSE

The Post Office Appropriation Bill—The
House went into Committee on the Post Office
appropriation bill,

Ir. Hatch, of New York, offered an amend-
ment, that the supplies for the Department be
given by contract to the lowest responsible
bidder,

The amendment was rejected,

Mr. Garnett, of Virginia, offered an amend-
ment restricting the Postmaster General to the
present appropriations in next year's expendi-
tures,

Mr. John Cochrane, of New York, was con-
vinced the Department should not, in an eco-
nomical or Kolitical sense, he a self- ining
machine. Asto New York, the pts were
largely in excess of the expenditures,

Mr. John Cochrane }rumm’ ) spoke in fa-
vor of the abrogation of the fmi'mg privilege,
a3 a commencement of & wholesome reform.

After further debate, Mr. Garnett's amend-
ment was rejected by yeas 34, nays not counted.

Without concluding action on the bill, the

Committee rose.

The ﬂm_f' Question.—Mr. Hu%hes. of Indi-
ana, asked leave to introduce a bill to revive
the tariff of 1844,

The House then adjourned.
Wednesday, February 23, 1859.
TE.

BENA
The legislative, executive, and judicial ap-
propriation bill came up as the special order.
be question recurred on Mr. 's amend-
restrictive

lr. Stuart, of Michigan, suid he would vote
requiring a census o be taken.

Mr. Seward, of New York, said Congress

decided thut Kansas should come in with

£

the

Lecompton Constitution, without reference to

Mr. Brown, of Mississsippi, made & strong

denied

everlasting remembrance, “that the rights for |
which America had contended were the rights |

r. Slidell, of Louisiana, said if the Cuba !

authorized to report against a Constitution |

Mr. Green, after some further remarks, |

other description of propee:{; Mr. Brown has
said that slave property u more protection
than any other description. If so, it is the mis-
fortune of the gwners of that kind of property.
Mr. Douglas’s remarks, from the frequent in.
terruptions, assumed s0 much the form of

uestion and reply, and romning comments on
310 various issues started, that we can only
notice the salient points of the main discussion,
which extended throughout many hours, he
sustaiping the prinm;lia.l part. ﬁia neral
scope was, that be wounld Jeave all descriptions
of &mm, slaves included, to the oPera.liun
of the law, and would not have Congress
m&ﬂfm in any way therewith. If the people
of the Territory want Slavery there, they will
foster and encourage it, and if they do not find
it f({ their advantage, they will do otherwise.
8o it becomes a question of soil, climate, pro-
duction, &c. - He illustrated by saying, that if

tion of property, the owner of stock, or liquors,
or any other, might claim it likewise,

discussion of the Kansas-Nebraska bill, which,
he said, was passed by a distinct understand-
ing between Northern and Southern Demo
crats, however differing on some points, to give
to the Territorial Legislature the full power,
with appeal to the Supreme Court, to test the
constitutionality of auy law, but not to Congres:
to re it. If the Court decides such lnw to
be constitutional, it must stand ; if not, it must
fall to the ground, without action of Congress,
That doctrine of nou-intervention by Congress
with Slavery in the States and Territories has

eratic Eluform, and every Democrat is pledged
to it by the Cincinnati platform. Here 1&.
Douglas, in reply to a question by Me. Clay,
; i\;ho also made the remark that, according o
| Mr. Douglas's interpretation, squatier sover-
| eigaty is.superior w the Constitution,) said that
the limit of Territorial legislation is the organic
act and the Constitution. In reply to Mr.
Cluy's guestion, “Can a ih\'ehol(ﬁzr take his
slave Egoperty into the Territory?" he would
reply, Yes; and hold it as other property. To
the question, “ Will Congress pass a law to pro-
| tect other kinds of property in the Territo-
ries2” he would answer, No; for the doctrine
that Congress is to legislate on property and
persons without representation, is the doctrine
of the Parliament of George III, that brought
| on the Revolutionary war. '

| was a yiolation of the rights of power to assume
to legislate for Englishmen withont their cou
sent, Now, was he (Mr. Douglas) to be called
on to force this same odious doctrive on the
| reople of the Territories, without their consent ?

{e answered, No; let them govern themselves.

blessings ; if bad, let them suffer until they are
| repealed. Referring to the great battles fought
and gained in 1854 and 1556, he said he would
like to know how many votes Mr. Buchanan

had then understood the doctrine of popular
wvemiﬁnt y as he claims to do now.

Mr. Bigler asked how many votes Mr. Bu-
chanan would have received in 1856, had the
Senator from Illinois and those who acted with
him told the people that the Kansas act was
not intended to extend to the Territories the
sacred right of selfgovernment, but simply w
| give the people the right to petition for redress
of grievances—a right not denied to any citi-
zen, white or black ?

Mr. Douglas said that there are no colared
citizens, and he trusted in God there never
would be. He did not recognise the black
brothers.

Mr. Bigler knew that as well as the Senator,
and should have said inhabitants.

Mr. Douglas resumed. In 1B56 he took the
same ground as now, and Mr. Buchanan, when he
accepted the nomination, took the sume grouud,
| His letter of acceptance to the Cincinuati Con-

vention shows he
| of the Territories should decide whether Sla-
| very should or should ot exist within their
| limits. When gentlemen called for Congres
sional intervention, they step off the Democratic
| platform. He (Mr. Douglas) asserted that the

Jemocratic creed was non-intervention by Con-
| gress, and the right of the people to govern
| themselves. He would frankly tell pentlemen
| of the South, that no Democratic candidate cén
| carry one State North, but on the principles of
the Cineinnati platform, as construed by Mr.
Buchanan when he accepted his nomination,
and which he (Mr. Donglas) stood here to-day
to defend. '

Mr. Davis replied to Mr. Douglas elaborat
ly, denying that he (Douglas) rightly interprot-
ed the obligations of the pl'lemucrn!iv party.

Mr. Pugh said, Mr. Brown had asked il
Northern Democeats would vote for Congres
sional intervention to proteet the people against
local lsgislation. He wounld answer, lNcwr. It
is monstrous. It is against the plighted faith
both of the South and North. Mr. Pugh di--
cussed the question at length, and said he stood
on the platform of his party with the intepreta-
tion which he explained.

Mr. Green was sorry that this subject of con
tention had been brought forward, It was to
try and bring discord into the Democratic par
ty, the ouly gﬁ.}' able to override the Republi-
can party. He hoped and believed there was
{ no difference betwéen the North and the South.
| A Governmient is formed to protect persons anid
property ; aud when it ceases to do either, it
ceages to perform its one great function. Mr.
Hale’s amendment had Brought up the ques
tion, “ What is property ? " ]‘te (Green) main-
tained that, umﬁar the Constitution and by the
decision of the Supreme Court, slaves are prop- |
erty; and he argued the subject in many ns-
peets, concluding hy calling on the Demovcratic |
party to stand united, and not permit a combi-
nation to make use of & mere figment to disor- |

;::fl them. Mln% c;mfw of his ml!;nrkn. he

n from Mr. as's Springfie weech,
30 show that he had u!.hgerein ppgpf;d C:Lp_-n-u-
sional intervention in Utah. He could not see
the consistency of the Senator’s course, then
and now.

Mr. Douglas denied that he had proposed

ressional intervention to regulate the in-

ternal affairs of Utah. The intervention he pro-
posed was alone on the ground of rebellion—
not on account of their domestic affairs, but as l
aliens and rebels.
h;;gmn, il:l ing of how Territr;rinl

islation con the rights of slave
Eﬁpéﬂy, said he had beim: hh:ﬁ copy of the
ish

by the Kansas Legislature to abol-

hgl‘.“mboug;h.;amrk ed that mel:-al speeches
. _pointedly at him, makin

no bemr'g’n an Abgliﬁoniu.'for Iom’f

Territories to carry out their own affairs.

well to attack one man for his opinion ;

was the most aggravated act ever
committed, that Mdﬂmn{i:dmna?mmit-
ted in mmlﬂnigul slayes confiscatin

» ; g

your ntleman who spoke
thus, says: “ tisnotygtetime." There is no
better methnn_t!m;mm to introduce a hill
to repeal that act of the Kansas Legislature.
Senators say that he ( ) may go out.
No;h&nﬂnﬂlo&&ep orlll,[lla: il:i!jrm
these who jump off; to go out. ughter.
ﬂralollthe to order, threat-

to clear the galleries, unlegs it was main-
ned.
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any discrimination is to be made in any descrip- |

After some other illustrations, he went into |

been a fundamental principle of the Demo- |

We said then [‘.

If they make good laws, let them enjoy the |

would have got in Pennsylvania or Ohio, if he |

en understood that the people |

—~
had given the same interpretatio
sas-Nebraska bill when it was |
ate, he (Gwin) would not have
believed those arousd bim
the Senator proj osed to
racy of the free States, he hiad
for California, which thought others

Mr. Broderick congradicwed Mr. (;
ment of the views of Californin. 1
the views of his State were those «
Mr. Douglas.

Mr. Gwin replied that he wa
his duty in representing
ifornia, aud he knew 1l
the Administration, a lo nu
the interpretation given by th
Ilinois.

Mr. Donglas (to Mr. Gwin
rocords show 8 very penoral |
the views | then exppeased.

Mr. Iversou raised the
Mr. Douglas had spuken ina
Mr, Daviz had occupicd th
hours. The ||-'i.:|1 ol ler w;

Mr. Hunter said o was
he t}t:cli|-u'\l the timg a1t
evening, but the tura the
rendercd w 1-\|-:.;'--|I 1l

to himself., He ditfepod
Illinois, both in the h
Liraska t, snd what W
the proprosition wag imad
muintained, as he hes o
has had a place on that
Il'.ui a Ii-_'5|1 I.An] rotae 'i

in the Territories.

Mr. Hunter read from kL
showing the views k
case stood thus: Soghern
maintained they b
LITITTN lu protection i )

! tro men thouy bt i
vhance of worom

Was very carebudly tramed, ne
disalirming ol wor of Lthe ]
| o“."uu'l_-r_\. but rviyr th

| sud agreeing to retir to th
urising out of it, It Wy
in which neithor party
| or their r 5 Phey won
| ance,unt A5¢ .I's'. i
| No Southern ma W
cousidered he 1
Legislatur o
subject. el
Golstguence, acling wpetlier ug
in they agreed, and expre
|nui|11:: where the differen
By this they secured th
Compromis

ny rl'l'll. 11_‘.' i

Prase Lo be ace

the nii:shu,, il
| mow wo more, with whow h
sulted ou the matter, required
Mr. Hunter then drow the st
ate to the time conBumesd in
urged a vote upon th
Mr. Stunrt i fuin
the subject une Lide
the lJ-'lu.u'.n'.-ﬁ I il
the thought of the coli
| happen ? If the Den I
| its able and efficienf member
| country, stand fuithidlly towell
remain in the azeendnut, and 1
vt of all the ditticulbies wl

Mr. Bigler was o) posid to (
ing Slavery in the Territori

gressional intery Iy
stand ll_\ the 1 ' i
| forms of the Dems
the Liest interests of (the «
| ’iU[J:' uf the Democragy.
| Alr. Clingman, * The S
bating society, and misht
| n{u--ﬁ-"lun of * was Caestir or Ha
est warrior? ' They had better
Mr. Fessenden said the Senat
| side of the House had consumed
| hours in their own family 1rn
‘ ate had better adjourn, and |
”w_jm ted—10 aeninst 27,
Mr. Hale had listeneid
slaughter of the unm
| the members on the o
| He reviewed th
| ense, nnd sabd that 1]
| conld Dred S Wb it
| In the rest of the
of its way for a political
It as coulrary to the enliy
| 1on of the countey.  Jle
upon the * harmoniousg 1
publicans had said seap
denied that the Constitbtion 1
in slaves, and areaed the
length.
Mr. Doolittle thougin tha
had glept en years, and wis ea
out the Democratic party on thi
from its actions, he wotld find it d
defended the I hlicgn d
was not a platt thi- it
been incorporated from the
Jetlerson,
Me. Clack Tollowed &
and was fullowed by Mo 5
the uther.
Mr. Trumbull veplicd
several Senators, ]

stitation dil not coeats

denied that slay e
mnde s0 by the H
|i5'.h<_-ui‘.:.' i wl
from the error wads
Demoerntic party now b
son Demoeracy.  In higopi
the Territories is vest l u
egated or not, in its disére

Mr, Crittenden said B wa
uo lit]-llh"]n.l:l. and bdth part
he would ask, what o have a
done, with which this cogntry ns b
Alter twenty yeara” confention, what b
party gainod 7 His « arpest wish was
tlemen would com togd 1
gpirit,  The nation and !
i diwnger of being
forms. He wanted to se \
,H'iglna—m gee the Coumdtilution regy
premacy. He wanted o see o
no party platforms, e woull

amendment, as he did not wish 10 w0
bill to the House with!sting ir
eontention there,

Mr. Hale's amendment was thoeu put, ar
by yeas 19, nays 27.

° Yeas—Messre.  Broddrick, Ca {
dler, Clark, Collamer, Dixan, Doolittle |
Dﬂl'kt\:, Fcﬁ.il'm’l-ll‘l'.w s I“-_l_'-l-'l'. Hu! i
King, Seward, Trumbull, Wadle.

son—1"%.
.i\'tq;x-—-Slo.a:sr.-'. “Ep]l'l‘, Cheznut, Clax, {
man, Crittenden, Davis, Fiteh, Fizpat

Green, Gwin, Hounston, Hunter, Tversen, J
son of Tennessee, Johngon of Arkansas, ke
nedy. Lane, Polk, Pugh, Reid, Hice, Sehas
Slitfc“, Smith;, Toombs, [Ward, and Tt

Mr. Mason [uaiwd ofl fvith Mr. Staart

On motion of Mr. Rei@, the vote st
the Charlotte and Dahlénega It
reconsidered, but the appropri
restored. _

The bill wak then pagsed, Mr. Chandlor
ing for the veas and nayy, which resulted
27, nays 16.

The Senate! then adjourned, cxactly o
night.

There was a considerable auen:
to the close,

1||“' Al

HOUSE :
The House went intofCommittes on the |

Office appropriation big.
Mr. lﬁﬁltgumerﬁ.ul' fennsylvania. off

amendment, repealing the present tarit,
reviving the act of 1846, with an amen
imposing specific duties on iron, &e.
'lse Chsirmnu t.\{r. “ullking, of Yire
ruled the amendment out of order,
und of irrelevancy. |
Gentlemen on bﬂtfl the Doemoerati

publican sides goincided with the Chair.
nrw applaled from the decis
and p ed to s‘mr that he was nened
in secordance with the rales of this Hosse =2
tariff hill having, in 1855, been offer ,{. f \l-‘_-
Letcher, as an amendment to the eivil #00
diplomatic bill. : )
he decision of the Chair was sustuine
109, nays not counted. -,
.fe?; 10&)1(!(! ate ﬂnitmrl. on the subjed 1 ¢ f But
terfield & Co.’s contract for carrying the 000f
land mail, )
It was contended on one side that the i
tion of the route was 16 to the contractors, b
the Administration had violated law by coat:
pﬂlling them to go ning hundred miles o &
the way. Others argued that this attack ¥4
intended to break down the Southern bra !
the overland route, and that parties wers m

smants  foF
ally agreed to the pogent arrangimen

that purpose, 1q
'lh;:e a?mmitm rose, hnd reported the 10

him put, because rom the
m. ﬂ i noyﬂ?he’gromd It is either
intervention or non-intervention,

Senator from IMlinois

the House, which, witholut definite action there-
on, adjourned,




