to show that it was owing toits introdue-
tion, and the disclosures it made, that 1
was deterred from introducing them as he
states.  The fact 18 not so.  The session
commenced the first Monday of Decem-
ber, 1847, and Mr. Dix did ot introduce
the paper until the 261h of July, 1843,
nearly eight months subsequent, and one
month zfter I had fully discossed the prin-
ciples of my resolutions. Did he see, that
all this would have Leen manifest at onze
without a word from me, if he had given
the dates 1 and was not that bis reason fur
not giving them ?

Col. Benton seems to be eonscious, that
it was necessory for him to explain why
he had vot assailed my resolutions, and
1he base and corrupt motives he auributes
1o me for introducing them, long lefore,
nud in his place in the Senate; aui ge-
eordingly, he has at'empted 10 make one.
He asserts that * Mr. Calhoun’s resolus
tions are those of the Missouri Legislature.
They are identical. Orce is copied from
the other. When the original is invali-
dated, the copy is of no avail. 1am an-
swering his resolutious, and choose to do
it, Tt is just and proper that 1 should do
so. Heis the prime mover and head cons
triver. 1 have had po chaunce to answer
liim in the Senate, and it will not do to al-
Jow him to take a snap-judgmen! upon
me in Missouri, in carrying disunion reso-
lutions in my own State, which he has
been forced to abandon in the Senate.
Duly to the country requires me to answer
him, and personal reasous re-inforce that
public duty.” :

His explanation then is, that notwith-

. stauding his burning zeal to defend the
Union and of his own character against
these wicked resolutions, ** he could pet no
chunce before 1o answer them.” What!
could get no chaance from February, 1847,
until June, 1849, (the date of his speech)
a perivd ol upwards of two years! Could
get no chance when they were first intro-
duced and discussed? None during the
long session which followed and which
lasted more than cight months? None
during the long and full'discussion on the
Oregon Territorial bill, whoo the princi-
ples of (ha resolutious formed the basis of
the argument on the side of the south?
None to reply to me, who fully discussed,
and 1 may say established them bryand
contraversy 1 None during the discussion
of the report of the seleci commitiee, of
which Mr. Clayion was chairman? Nooe
on the discussion of the bill from 1he
1louse ol Representatives, which applied
ithe Wilmot Proviso to the Oregon terri-
tory, and which was passed by his voie
and his friend Gen. Houston's? None
during the whole of the last session, and
still more wonderful, none in making his
last speech? 1 say none, for he confined
himsell to denuvociation and abuse of the
resolutions, without even attempting tv
answer them. No, he never could ger,
and never can get a chance to answer
them. For every other purpose he can
get a chance, whenever he pleases. No
one is better at getling a chanee when he
is disposed. He had no difficulty in gets
ting a chance to pour out atorrent of
abuse, to emply seats, against the late Ga-
neral Kearney, day afler day, for the
greater part of a week, and that too jusi
at the close of a session, to the utter dis-
gast of the Sevate, and at the hazard of
defeating many Dbills then ready for final
action, 1 might go oo and repeat similai
questions until they would fill pages, but
enough has been said to prove that his ex-
planation is puerile and hollow.

He had wany and fair chances to an-
swer the resolutions, and could have made
one, il e desired it at any time, but there
were two reasons which prevented him.
The first is, that although he had made up
his mind 1o deser! you and your cause be-
fore the introduciion of the resolutions, he
saw the hozard, and was nnwilling to take
that step hastily, The Missouri resolu-
tious forced him 1o disclose his intentions,
and 1o proclaim his desertion before he
was [ully prepared to execute lis design,
and hence the depth to which they have
excited hisire. The otheris, that he had
two much discretion to address sucn a far-
rago a hody too wellinformed to be im-
posed upou by old, stale aud oft-repeated
charges. lle knew besides that they would
have been promptly met and repelled, and
that the antidote would go with_the poison.
He knew this from experience. He had
tried it before. It failed most signally.

It was in the session of 1847, a few
days after I had iniroduced the resolutions.
In that artack he paraded, nearly in the
game words, all that he bascnarged in
this, about the Florida treaty, Texas, aud
alimost every other subjeet. lIle had 1aken
time aud prepored deliberately. Tt was
given out that ho would demolish me.
The Senate was crowded by those who
wished to witness the sacrifice. I roseand
repelled off hand his charges. I leave
those Wwho were present to decide ~vith
wtat eflfect. It was certainly not (o his
gratification or satisfaction. He did unt
even atternpt a rejoinder.  But what be-
comes of his apology, that he had no
chance to reply to my resolution? They
had been introduced but shortly beforo,
and then he had a full chance tv answer
them. He then assailed every act of my
life, whiek he thought he could distort, sn
as to make a plausible charge against me.
Why then omit to answer resolutions which
he now holds up as the worst and most
objectionable ol all? Can any answer he
given, excapt that he is either not sincare,
in what he asserts, or that the time had
not then arrived, at which he could safely
verture to botray you ?

But, according to his own statement, he
is impelled in wmaking his atacks by pri-
vate grief, as well as public considerations.
Ile says I 'instigated attacks on him for
twenty years. 1 insiigate attackson him!
Heo must have a very exalted opinion of
himsell. I never thought of such a thing,
‘We move in different spheres. My course
is, and has been, to have nothing to do
with him. I never wanted his support,
nor dreaded his opposition. He took the
same ground in his speech just relerred to,
and endeavored 1o establish the charge
by what purported to be an exiract from a
letter, which he states was delivered to
him by the same person uvnnamed, and
was writien by an unknown person to an
unknown person. lle iotroduced it into
the Senate, in 2 manner to make the im-
pression that I was its author. [ arose and
asked him i he intended to assert that I
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I then re- { into two parts, as nearly equal 83 possible
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furced to admit 1 was not. ;
pelled his ebarge with a scorn which the
base insinuation, that I had any koow-
ledge or conuection with it whatever, de-
served. He was covered with confusion ;
avd yet he has the effrontery to introduce
it azain 10 the public, accomp: nied with
the same insinuation which covered him
with disgrace at its first introduction.

But the deepest wound, 1t scems, was
inflicted by a statemnent in my address to
ihe people of Charles:on, on my returu
home after the session of *47 and "48, that
he voted for the bill establishing the terri-
tory of Oregon, containing the princnple of
the Wilmot Proviso, and that he and Gen.
Houston were the anly 1wo southern mem-
bera whn vated for it; that withont their
votes it would not have been defeated, fol-
lowed by the expression of an opinion, that
for so doing, they deserved the reprobation
of the whale south. Neither of them
have ever denied the truth ol my stale-
ment, nor ever can. [Bvery word is true,
as the journals of the Senate show. The
statement itsell is in plain language and
free from exiortion or exaggeration. The
fact stated, related to official acts which it
was imporiant my constituents sh-uld
know. lu expressing my opinion I ab-
stained from impeaching motives. All
was done within the rules of decoram, and
those that govern parliaweuntary proceed-
ings. Wherein then consists the offence ?
1 am at a loss to perceive, except the prin-
ciple be adopied, that the greater the truth
the greater the libel. It may be, thatit was
regarded as an offence because it was ¢d

culated to embarrass him, and thwart-what
he then meditated, and has since carried
into execulion—an open deseriion o the
abolitionists.

1 pass now to his next charges. Ile as-
serts that I gave away Texas, and to make
it out he asserts that Texas belonged to
the United States, when the treaty with
Spain was made, by which she ceded Flo-’
ridato ns. He claims that Texas was a
part of Louisiaua, and that its boundary
extended to the Riv Graude; that it was
all slave territory, and locked to a3 the na-
tural outlet for tﬂeir greal increasing slave
population; and finally, that it was sur-
rendered by the treaty of Florida made in
1819, during the administration of Mr.
Monroe, of which 1 was one of the mem-
bers, On this statemsnt he rests his
charge that [ gave away ‘I'exas.

It is diflicult for one who lecks sincerity
and is actuated by violent passinns, 10 es-
cape the greatest inconsistency and contra-
diction, in defendivg himsell or assailing
others, in making a long speech. Denton
furpnishes a strong illustration of the truth
of this position, aud nover inore so than in
making the above statement. lu order 1o
aggravale the act of giving away Teans,
whicli he charges me with, he has made
assertions entirely inconsistent with the
grounds he ok, and the course he pur-
sued while the question of the annexation
of Texas was befure the Senate. e now
asserts that the houndary of Texas as part
of Louisiana extended to the Rin Grande,
when the wreaty of Florida was made, in
the very teeth of the assertions he made,
when the question of annexatinn was be-
fore the Senate. In the speech he maile
in May. 1844, on the trealy for annexing
Texas, he assorted, that * The Texas
which we acquired by the ireaty of 1803,
(that of Louisiana ) never approached the
Rio Grande, excepting near its mouth.”
T'o show that “by near its mouth!" he did
not mean that it touched the river, hesaid,
speaking of Tamaulipas, one of the States
of Mexico, that *it covered both sides of
the river, from its mowth for some huodred
miles up.” He asserted in the same
speech that all New Mexico, Chihuahua,
Cosahuila, and Tamaulipas made no part
of the Texas which we acquired hy the
treaty of Louisiana. He estimates the
part belonging 1o Mexico lying on the east
side of the Rio Grande to be 2000 miles
long, (the whole length of the river.} and
some hundred broad, and enncluded by
saying “he washed hishandsof allattempts
to dismember the republic of Mexico by
seizing her dominions in New Mexico,
Chihuahua, Coabuila and Tamaulipas.”

These were his assertions, solemnly
made, and as he states after the fullest exa-
mination, when his ohject was o defeat
the treary which 1 negotiated with the
Commissioners of Texas for its annexa-
tion. For that purpuse he atempied to
show that the treaty covered a large part of
Mexico, which never belonged 10 'Fexas,
although the treaty specified no boundary,
and left the houndary open on the side of
Mexico, intentionally, in order to setile it
by treaty with her. But now, when his
object is to show T that gave away Texas
by the treaty of Florida, he holds a very
different language. He does not. indeed,
say in so many words, that Texas covered
the whule region from the Sabine to the
Rio Grande, for that would have been too
openly and plainly a direct contradiction
to what he contended for when his ohject
was to defeut annexation ; but he does the
same thing in a more covered and ohjec-
tionable way, by using language that could
not fuil to make thatimpression on all who
heard him, or may read his speech.

Ile goes farther. In order 10 aggravale
the charge against me, he becomes appa-
rently a warm advocate of slavery exien-
sion, as he calls i, and uses sirong lan-
guage to show the value ol l'exas to the
south in that respect. e says, it was all
slave territory ; that it was looked 10 as the
patural outlet of the Southern States with
their increasing slave population, and that
it was lnrge enongh to make six large
Siates, or ten commen ones. Such is his
language, when his object is 1o prove tha:
1 gave away Texas. You would suppose
from this langusgo that he was a slavery
extensionist, as he calls all those who de-
fend your rights, nad that he placed a high
value on Texas, as an outlet [or your slave
population, and to preserve your just in-
fluence and weight in the Union. One,
woull conclude, that with these feelings
and views, he would have been a sirong
advocate of the treaty that was rejected by
the Sennte, which proposed to annex Texas
without any resiriction whatever in rela-
tion to slavery, so as to leave it, to use his
own language, as the outlet to your in-
creasing slave population. Instead of that
he made the most strenuous efforts o de-
feat it, and contributed not a livle 1owards
it. He wen: larther.  Afier its deleal, he
moved a string of resolutions, containing
provisions for ils admission, and among

was. lle stood mute at first, but was
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by a line running north and south, and to
allut the easturu to you, and the western
1o the abolitionists, to the entire exclusion
of your * inereasing slave population.” Tt
can hardly be, that he forgot all this in de-
livering his speech; but, if not, what
matchless effiontery and juconsistency tn
make the chorge he does agninst me!
There would indeed seem 10 be uo limits
to his audacity and inconsisiency. and he
appears to have selected Texas asa proper
field 1o make the greatest display of them.
As il 10 cap the climax after having so de-
liverately asserted, and so strenuously
maintained, that the western boundary of
‘Texas, did not extend to the Rin Grande,
he placed, a short time afterward, his vote
on reecord, that it did—by voiing for the
bill deelaring war agoinst Mexico. The
bill assumed it did in asserting that the
blood shed on the eastern bank was blood
shed on the American soil, which coull] not
be unless Texas extended to the Rio
Grande. Ifit did not the war stands with-
out jusiification. If it did not the march
of our army 1o the Rio Grande was an in-
vasion of a neighboring country unoutho-
rized by the Coustitution or law ; and yet
Col. Benton, who had but a shert time be-
fore declared solemnly, afier full invesiiga-
tiou, that all the east bank of the river
for some hundred miles wide belonged 1o
the Mexican Republic; and emphatically
declared, he ** washed his hands of all at-
tem; ts 1o lismember the Mexican Repub-
lie, by seizing her dominions, New Mexi-
¢o, Chihuahua, Coahuila, and Taumauli-
pas,” voted for the bill! Ho went further.
He reported it as the Chairman of the Com-
mittee on military afairy, in total disre-
gard of his own motion made the day be-
fore to refer so much of the Message of the
President, as relates to declaring war 1o ifs
appropriate Committee—that on Foreign
relations. Comnent is uunecessary.

But I am not yet done with Texas, nor
with the effrontery and absurdity of the
charges he made against me, in reference.
o it. He says [ gave it away—gave it
away by the Florida treaty. - flow enuld
I giveitaway by that, or any other treaty ?
"I'he power to make treaties helongs 1o the
President, and never was iovested in me.
It was-at the time invested in Mr. Monrae,
as President of the Uunited States. Nor
did I negotiate it. 1 wasonly,one member
of the cabinet, and the youngest of the
whole. How could I, then, give away
Texas? To prove the charge he resorts
to his old patent reasoning ; that Iwas all
powerful—so much so, as to make the
President and all the members of his cabi.
net mere cyphers. He would have iy, that
they weore but twols in my hands; and 1
alone was responsible for all that was done.
Well—if he will have it so, I meet the
charge directly. Tt is not irue, that the
Florida trenty gave awi ;7 Tlexas. [ did
not believe, when the treaty was made,
that Louisiana extended, or ever did ex-
tend to the Rin Grande, or- even to the
Nueces, and that it wag uncertain whet her
it extended heyond the Sabioe. I knew
‘t wus claimed 10 extend (ar beyond, even
to the Rio Grande; just as we claimed
the whole of Oregon, and with just about
as liule title. 1 have seen nothing to change
this opinion: On the coatrary, if my in-

—————

and, finally, it perfecied our title 10 Ore-
gon, by ceding to us, whatever right Spaiu
bad to that territory.

Nor is his next charge, in reference to
the tract of land lying west of Arkansas,
and seuth of 36 30, less baseless. He as
serts that this strip of land, as he calls it,
was enouzh 1o form two States, and that
1 #required this sirip of land 10 be given
up tothe Indians, as a permanent ahode ;
and that it was loat to the slave States.”
This, like his nther assertions, is wilhrmll
foundation. e mukes no auwempt to esta-
blish ir, but leaves it to be inferred [rom the
mere slatement, that 1 was at the time
Secretary of War, and member ol Mr.
Monroe's administration.”” e knew it
would not do 1o go into details, asthey
would refute his charge, and henee ths
vagueness of the language in which it is
couched. What he omitied 1 shall supply.
‘The history of the affair may be told in a
few worils.

The Choctaw tribe of Indians, at the
time, inhabited the State of Mississippi,
and occupied almost i's entire territory.
General Juckson and General Hines, of
Mississippi, were appointed by Mr. Mon-
roe 10 treat with them, for the purpose of
obtaining a cession of a portion of their
lands. They succeeded in obtaining a
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given away, are known to all, and ta none :
bever than Col. Benton.  ‘I'hey were the |
measures of Mr, Adams and Gen, Jackson |
and their admivistratiens,  Oune or the
ovier made all the neaties by which the
old merely possessory titles of the Indiuns
tw their lands, were converied over the |
whole teriitory, into a permanent right of
possession, aud propeety, and made the
permanent home ol the Tudians, o use bis
own expression.—There was no 1reaty
made:while I fitled the War Department,
in Br. Monroe's administration, which
made any such alierations in the title of
Indians, to lands west of the Mississippi, or
any where else 1o my knowledge. The
making of Iodian treaties, eontaining siip-
ulations for permanent titles, and 1heir
removal west of the Mississippi, constitu-
ted a large portion of the doings of those
administrations, and much of that on
which they rested their reputation. Much
the greater part was the work of Gen.
Jackson's administration, with which Col.
Ibeuton was intimately associated, and
over which he had sutficient influence 10
make himsell responsible for nosmall share
of its doings, especially as to what related
te the west, In attempting now to shufile
ofl his portion of the respousibility, and
that of the alininistration, and to place it

large tract, lying in the very centre of tho
State, and extending from Pearl river to
the Mississippi, in exchange for all the ter-
ritory Iving heiween the Red River and
the Arkansas, west of a line drawn [rom
the point ol the Arkansas, nppasiie to
where the lower line of the Cherokee In-
dians struck it, to a pointon Red River,
three miles below the mouth of Linle
River, and wesiwardly to the source of the
Canadian fork of 1the Arkansas, and a line
drawn due south to Red River. But the
ireaty, in making the exchange, made no
provisiou to change the characterof the Iu-
dian title to the land given in Arkansas, in
exchange for tnat which we received in
Mississippi. Nor did it make it 1he per-
mauent abode of the Indians, as he asserts.
They hold it just as they held the land
they ceded in Mississippi. Nothing was
lost by the slaveholding States, but a gremt
deal gained, by the treaty. A large and
valuable tract in the very heartof the ecot-
ton region, and [ying convenient to mar-
ket, was nequired by Mississippi. without
the loss of asingle acre to ler sisters of
the slaveholding States. So that the great
sympathy which he professes for the slave
States, in this ease, is misapplied. [ he
chooses to consider me responsible fer the
treaty, instead of “Mr. Monroe, and the
Commissinners who made it. and the Se~
nate that approved of i1, he is welcometo
do so, however contrary to the truth of the
case.

Another, and only annther freaty, wns
made with that iribe, while [ remained in
the War Department. T was the Comis-
sioner on the part of the Uvited States,
and, of course, acknowledge my responsi-
bility for its provisions. Insiead of re-
quiring a strip to be ziven 1o the Indians
[ur their permavent abode, the Indians re-
ceded to the United States, by ireaty, a
part. anid a most valuable part, without our
ceding an inch to them. The entire line
was moved westward, as far as For
Smith, on the Arkansns, and thence by a

formuy) is enesant. al—— —=—
m'l?ti:lg!a!c Department, obtained within

the last few years, which cooclusively
prove, that Liouisiana never extended an
inch beyond the Sabine.

In reply 1o Col. Benion's assaults as to
the treuty, I aonex an abstract from a
speech in answer to him, when he made
the same charge, in 1847. It wasaa ofi-
hand reply to o premeditated attack.

“T'he Florida Treaty, forming another
subject of attack, figured also on that oe-
casion, is connecied with annexation; and
what he said now is but a repetition ol
what he said then. He then, as now, made
me respousible for that ireaty,alihough [
was but one of six members of Mr. Mon-
roe's cabinet, and the youngest of its mem-
bers—responsible, without advancing a
particle of proof that 1even gave it my
support or approbation. Herests the charge
on some disclaimer, as it seems, that the
then Secretary of State (Mr. Aduns) has,
at some time made, that he was not res-
ponsible forthe ireaty. The Senator may
be right as to that; but how can that, by
any possibility, show that I was responsi-
ble? DButl am prepared to uke my full
share of respoosibility, as a member of
Mr. Monroe's cabinet, withouthaving any
particular agency in forming tie treaty, or
influence in inducing the cabiiet to adopt
it. 1 then thought, and still thak it a gnod
treaty ; and so thought the Swate of the
United States; foril my memuy does not
deceive me, it received everyvole of the
Senate. '[A Senator: *yes wvery vate.”
It then received the unanimousvote of the
Senate, promptly given. O course, if
that treary was the cause of ile war with
Mexico, a3 the Senalor seemsto suppose,
this body is as much the authr and cause
of the war, as the individual @ whom he
is now so anxious lo fix it

1 have said itis a goud treay, not with-
out due reflection. We acquied much by
it. It gave us Florida—an acaisition not
only important in itself, but dso in refe-
rence to the whole southwestrn frontier.
There was, at that time, foc powerfa!
tribes of Indians, two of whomithe Creeks
and the Cheetaws, were contigous to Flo-
rida, and the two others—the thickasaws
and Cherokees were adjoining/They were
the most numerous and puwci‘l tribes in
the United Srtaies, and [rom 1Bir position
were exposed o be acted on|nd excited
against us from Florida. It fas import-
ant that this state of things shuld termi-
nate, which could only be tlntﬁby oblain-
iug the possession of Florida. [

But there were vther and peerful con-
siderations for the acquisition. ﬁVe had, a
short 1ime belore, extinguished|he Tndian

Mississippi, and  Georgia,

Florida to the Guif—lands in
sure valueless, without the ri

sition of Florida gave us thhight, aud
enabled us to bring into sueceshl cultiva-
tion a great extent of feriile hds, which

tion of our great staple, efon. An-
other important point was eflged by the |1
acquisition. It terminated a vy rouble- |t

others one which proposed to divide Texas

title to large tracts of country {Alabama, either of the two administrations. I have
ing upon | examined all the Indian treaties; relating

sireams and rivers which pasid through | 10 the region in question, made during
reat mea- | their admivistrations, in order to ascertain,
of navi« { Who this lucky individual coull be, but
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gating them 1o their mouths. [he acqui- !"1‘“3 been unable 1o discaver him. There departed from his usual and stated facts | Douglass, (a pentleman of color,) was res
I
t
i

have added much to the increled produc- | @ protege of mine,

han Ital- River. Nordid It
male the slightest chanze in the title to
what rewngined to the Indians, or pro-
vided a permanent home for them, as he
would have you believe. So much fur
this charge and its author.

The rext is of a kindred character. e
states it sill mare vaguely ; so much so,
that | am at a loss to know to whici one
of the many treaties made with the In-
dians about the region in question, he re-
fers. He speaks of a slica forry miles

from Arkansas and given to the Indians ;"
*that it was done by [ndian treaty—troaty
made by a protege of Mr. Calhoun's;"
and adds that [ was Vice President at the
time, but gives no boundary, and avoids
naming what treaty it was, with what
tribe of Indians made, or the name of the
person hecalls my * protege.” Itisan in-
dictment without specification of time,
place, or circumstances, In which itis im-
possible to make a specific answer. But,
furtanately, such an one is not necessary
to repel it efiectually, without descending
into details, which, itis fair tofpresume, were
omitted because they could uot be given
without exposing the absurdity of the
charge. llis admission, that the treaty
was made while I was Vice President, fur-
nishes me with ample means for that pur-
pose.

Itis sufficient to repel it, to state, that
during the whole period, that I filled the
office ol Vice resident. that of Presidem
was filled, either by Mr. Adams or Gen.
Jacxson, and thav it was my foriune 1o be
in opposition 10 both, and the ohjuct of
their strong dislike, as must be well known
toall. lnotonly had no influence with
either, but was tho ohject ol their perse-
cution. My support of any measure or
recommendation of any individual, waa
sufficient to defent the one, and reject the
other; and yet Col. Benton, who is [a-
milliar with all this, assumes, in making
his charge, that I am responsible, for a
treaty made by either the one or the other
of them, it matters not which. It was going
far 10 make me solely responsible for the
acis of adminisrration, of which I was no
member; but it makes me respansible, not
only for them, but for the acis ol 1hose,
that werp deadly hostile 1o me, is a picce |
of extravagance beyoud the reach ol any
individual, but the author of the charge.
Even he, in this instance, seems t» have
a misgiving, that he has gone ton far, and
in order 1o give some color to so wild a
charge, adds, that the trealy was negotia-
ted by a protege of mine. He must have
been a [ortunate man bearing that relation
o me, to have got an appointment from

wide and three hundred long, * eut off

on me, who was hostile to it, speaks badly
for hig manliuess, or regard [or the char-
geter of the administration of Gen. Jack-
son, for which he professes so much ats
tachment and admiration, He would
hardly have ventured iu the lifetime of **the
old [lero,” to make the heavy charge he
lias, against measures, of which he was
the author, and on which he so much pri-
ded hirsell

In his eagerness tn assail me, he has
lost, not only his discretion but his memo-
ry. o order to make out that the anti-
slavery party of the North, duly apprecia-
ted the greatservice that L had done their
cause, hesays “that they gave prool of
their gravitude, that T was then a candi-
date fur the Vice Presidenzy, and becaine
the favorite of the North, beating even Mr
Adams himsell on the free soil uack,” for-
getting what he hod said just before, that
1 was Vice President at the time, when
he well knew, that | was elected for the
first time Vice President with Mr. Adams.
and of course, the vote of the North could
cot have been given me for the reasons he
assigns.

[is next charge is that 1 supported the
abolition of slavery in a Siate. Among
his other iraits, Col. Benton is distinguish-
ed for charging on others, what he knows
he is guilty of himsell. Dost men from
prudence and a sense of propriety, cau-
tiously abstain from assniling others for
what they know they may in turn themse-
selves be justly assailed. Not so with him.
He is one ol the few who are ever more
fierce in their assaulis when they knnw
they can be assailed for the same thing.
They seem to delight in dragging down
otherst o theirown level, and 1o have eon-
cealed joy in thinking that others partake
of their own deformity.—Itis a trait su de-
testuble that those who are distinguished
for it are'usually likened to a notorious
personage reproving sin.  Col. Benton has
strikingly displayed this trait of character

how utferly fulse he was o you ilirongh-
out on jthe Texas question. He took, as
has been stated, an active part to deleat
ihe treaty of annexation, negotiated by me
on the part of the United Siates. He
knows that il enntained nv provisions that
countenanced the anolition of slavery in
any portion of Texas. T wasstrongly
urged during the nbgotintion 1o insert a
provision to extend the Missouri compro
mise line acriss Texas to its western boun-~
dary, and was informed that it would aid
i securing a constitutional majority in the
Senate, in its favor.—1 peremptorily re-
fused. e knows that he offered a propo-
sition 1o abolish itin one half' of the whole
ol Texas, and that by a live, not drawn
east and west, but north and south, so as
to hem in the south on all sides ; by sur.
rountding her with abolition States. He
also koows, that his [riend and supporter,
an the occasion, Mr. Hayward, of Nonh
Carolina, went still further, and offered
resolutinns 1o extend the ordinance of 1778.
not only over T'exas, but even all the Ter-
ritories lying west ol Arkansas, and Mis-
souri, and south of 36. 30., with however a
proviso excepling the portion of Texas
Iying south of a lino drawn east and west
inthe 34th degree of parallel of latitude.
The presumption is strong that in offering
his resolutions, he acted with his [riend
Colonel Benton, to whose course he ad-
hered on the Texian question. But, bhe
that as it inay. certain it is he sat mute,
He raised no voice of indiznation, against
a measure which proposed 1o exclude sla-
very forever from 1hat very region, which
he charges me with having given away lo
the Indians, and losing it to 1the South, As
bad as the policy of Mr. Adams and Gen.
Jackson maoy be in reference to that region,
they did not exclude slavery. The Indi-
ans, who occupy it, are slaveholders, and
havinz an interest in common with vou,
may be regarded as fithful allies on That
vital quesiion.  The resolutions of his
friend Mr. Hayward were designed 1o de-
prive you of this advaotage ; and yet Col.
Benton now raises his voice in Inud de-
nuuciation agninst me upon the [false
charge of giving away the territory 1o the
[ndinus while he approved, at least by his
silence of exeluding you entirely from the
territory, and one hall Texas 1o hont, and
ta extend the principle of the ordinance of
'87 over the whole, including Téxas and
the territories.  So much for his own po-
sition, in reference to the subject of the
charge.

Tt now remnins to show that it is, like
all his other charges, destisuie of founda~
tion. lle rests hischarge that I aholished
slavery in ‘Texas, on ihe fact that I was
then Seeretary of State, and that 1 select-
el 1tho resulution, as it passeil the House of
Representaiives, instead of the amendment

duota single treaty negolinted, during

But why charge ma with being the au-
hor of n measure, by which these largo

originally propoased by him, as the basis on
which to annex Texas. Thus far, he has

correctly. I shun no responsibility. Iam

unanimous in favor of the selection made.
I not only selected i, but assigned my

in the present charge. lle well koows

unido what was done, alter the expiration
of Tyler's adminisiration. This [ was
resnlved 1o prevent, by stating reasons
for the selection that could not be over-
ruled. T'he attempt, as 1 suspected, was
made, and the Inte President kas since
been arraigued befure the public by wo
friends and assoviates of Col. Benton,
(Blair and Tarpan,) becanse he could not
he furced to overrule, whint his predecessor
had done. ‘I'he fullowing is an extraet
[rom the desparch:

“|r is not deemned pecessary lo state at
large the grounds on which his decision
rests. (Tne President.) [t will besuf-
ficient 1o siate, briefly, that the provisions
of the resolution, as it came [romn the
House, are more simple iu their character;
may be more readily, and with less dif-
ficulty and expense, carried into effect,
and that the great objeet contemplated
by them is much less exposed to the haz-
ard of ultimate defect. :
That they are more simple in their char-
acter, a very few remarks will suffice to
show. According to the resolution as it
came from the House, nothing more is
uecessary than that the Corgress of Texas
should Le called 1ogether, its consent given
to the provisions contained in it, and the
adoption of o constitution by the people
in Convention, 1o be submiitéd (o the
Congress of the United Suates for its ap-
proval, ia the same maoner us when one
of our own lerritories i3 admitied as d
siate. On the contrary, according to the
provisions of the Senate’s amendment, the
Congress of Texas must, in like manner
be convened, it must then go through the
slow and iroublesome process of carving a
sigte nut of a part of iis territory; after-
wards it must appoiut agenls or commis-
siopers to meet similar agents oi commis-'

discusa and agree ou the terms and condi-
tions on which the staté shall be admiited
and the cession of the remaiving territory
10 the United Siates; and alter all this, and
nnt before, the people of the said state
must call a convention, [rame @ constiin-
tion, and then present it to the Congress
of the United Siates for its approval, but
which cannot be acted on, until the terms
agreed upon by the Negotiators, and which
constitute the corditions on which 1he
state is tofbe admitted, shall have been
ratified,

That they may be more readily, and
with less dilicully and expense carried
into eff2ct, is plaiu from the fact, that the
details are fewer and less complex. I1tis
ubvious that the numerous and complicated

the Senate myst involve much time g
difficulty in their execution ;—while as;
the expense, the appropriation of S
000 provided for by 1, is a cle:
al cost, over and above th
the execcution of the re
[Inuse. =

But the deeisive objec
ment of the Senate - iy,
deoger the ultim
It proposes to fix

and-the cessiond
to the Ua
namot

called comm
other title—il
them in behal

Moore As A Porr.—On
perkaps of death, in a thaic
Devonshire. lics the greatest
new tongues of Ireland. After a’
nearly sevenly yeors—for fifty years
which he has been fomous—the son of
Dublin grocer, the friend of Emmetr,
Granan. Byron and Fox, lies, crushed in
mind and heart, his memory withall its
untold tales 1aken from him, the qaiver of
his fancy emptied of the last arrow with
many years and sorrows like ozk and
lead wrapping about his body in anticipa«
tion of the grave. Poor *“Tom Moore,
how grev and ecold sets in the night of his
long and brilliant day!

The poet's body must die. Let us
leave that to the undertaker and sexion—
it belongs lawfully 10 them. But the
poet’s works gnd words, his genius, or that
part of it developed in type, his philosophy
as revealed in his writings, his moral in-
Mluence on his pation and his age—ihese
belong to us who are of that posterity to
which all the geuvivs of the past has ap-
pealed, and hefore whom sueh men as
Moore have laid their words as it were
in evidence.

Ofthe moral influence of Moore on his
age but lirtle can be said. In temperament
aad tastes, he was neither European nor
Christinn. - He was 'a child of the sun"'—
an Asiatic.  All his immagery and all his
predilections swere oriental.  Bornin the
very wes! of Europe, on the brink ofthe
Atlantic, in an atmospherefol salied mist,
he was as tatally unlike an lslander of
that latitude, as man could be. Judging
by his writings, he should have been a
native of Rhodes, hall-Greek hall-Asiatic
an intellectual compound of Epicurus and
Mahomer. He siogs forever of the sun,
ol mightingales, of living in the open air,
of orange groves and fire flies, palankeens
and plam trees. A true child of the is-
lands would have subsiituted for ihese the
cloudy stormipess of his own climate. The
mighty Homeric sea, the oak and piae,
the struggling ship, and the thuader of
heaven. But his first exercise of self-will
was to forsake his country, and 1o acclin
male his imaginations in the easlean ef-
fort in which he suceeeded, 8s no Western
man ever did before or will da again.
—The Nation.

There is some hope that the people of
Massachusetts will yet eome ta their
right minds on the suhjcet of abolition.
Wesee by the papers that Mr. Frederick

galed witha shower of aver-ripe egzs in

he period, that was negotiated by any | willing o take all on this occasion ; but it | WWeymouth, while holding forth on- the
ndividual, who had any claim tobecalled | jr is dueto the Presidert and the members | sukject of slavery,
of his admiuisiration 10 sny—they were

————

N. P. Willis, speaking of those wha
pride themselves on their own ancestry.

! rocts, suflicienr, ns he says, to make two | reasons for muking i1, in a despatch 10| says—"They are like the Reflsetinng ot
some dispute with Spain, grofng out of | states, were lost (0 the slave siates, and | our then Minister 1o L'exas, Mr. Donald- | starsin the ﬁ'aler—they never would hs:
the capture of St. Marks and Bysacola by | piven away to the Indians, when the au-|son. [ assigned them hecause I antici-|heen there b 2
General Jackson, in the Somole war; ' thors of the measures by which they were® pated that there would be an attempt ta | heaven.”

ut for their bright originals in

sioners, to be appointed on our part, to -

provislons contained in the amendment of
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