a Territorisl Government to exerciee them. It
could confer no power on any local government,
establishud by its authority, to violate the provis-
ious of the Constitution.™

Again the Court says : )

“[t seems, however, to be supposed that there is
& difference between property in a slave and other
property, aod that different roles may be ap-
slivd to it in expounding the Constitution of the
{'ni.l.m] States. Aud the laws and usages of na-
tions, and the writings of eminent jurists upon the
relation of master and slave, aud their mutual
righis and duties, and the powers which tiovern-
wents may exereise over ity have been dwelt upon
fn the argument,’”

And they say that the idea got abroad through
the countey through the speenlations of forvign
political writers. But the Court goes o (0 say
that the rights of persons and property. noder
American lwws, is deined by s writtea Constitu-
tion, and, finally, they say :

I the Constitntion recognizes the right of prop-
erty of the masters in a slave, and makes no dis-
tinction between that deseription of property aud
other property owinad by a citizen, no tribunal, act-
ing under the authority of the United States,
whether it be legistative executive or judicial, has
& right to draw such a distinetion or deny to it
the benefit of the provisions and guarantees which
have been provided for the protection of private
property agaiust the cneroschments of the Gov-
erment.”

And who will deny that a Territorial Leg-
islature is a legislative tribunal acting under
the suthority of the United States, “And uo
word can be found in the Constitution which
gives Congress u groater power over slave pro-
perty or which entitles property of that kind
to less protection thun property of any other
description. ‘The only power conferred is the
power,coupled with the duty, of guarding and
protecting the owner in his rights.”

Now, follow-eitizens, what is the suthorita-
tive decision of the Supreme Court of Lhe
United States, to whom we agreed to refer this
disputed question about the puwer of the Ter-
ritorial Legislature. They decide that wit-
ever territory the Federal Governmentacquires
as trustees for the citizens of all the States, with
their property, must enjoy it a5 common citi-
zens of common States.  Nothing else than a
sovereign being competent to define, deter-
mine, or impuir property. They declare that
the citizen enters the common territories with
the Constitution in his hands. They declure
that the Federal Government ean confer no
protection to the citizen beyond what the Con
stitution has given, und they say sl less, cun
it muthorize a Territorinl Legizlature o exer-
cise powers which are denied to ntself.  Then,
for the purpose of clinching the whole subject.
they go on undsay, ** theonly power conferred
i ﬁ;u power coupled with theduty of guarding
and protecting theowner in his rights.” They
decige that no distinetion exists between pro-

riy—that property in sluves is recogmzed
y the Constitution of the United States, und
that there is no word in thatinstrument which
gives Congress power over it.

That is the decision. Human language
enuld not be more complete or more plain, if
the Court hud written as much about it us po-
liticinns have made speeches over the question.

1 have heard it said that the case thut went
to the Supreme Court of the United States,
was not t{:u case which went from the Ter-
ritories, but a case that went from a Stute,
and that therefore we are not bound by it
until a case arises in the territory nnd is taken
regularly to the Supreme Court of the United
States, That is in my mind a confession that
we agreed to leave it to the supreme judicial
tribunal upon any cuse properly arizing and
coming before that august body. It was a
Ernpn:r case, and properly decided by the Court.

t covers the points of difference between the
friends of the Nebraska bill. It is not candid,
nor manly, nor statesmanlike, to attempt to
dodge the results of that conclusion by saying
that that cuse went from n State and not from
& territory.

{Mr. B. read from thereport in the Congres-
gionul Globe, vol. 21, part 1, p. 105.)

A woice :  That is the true doctrine.”

What was non-intervention then?! What
was non intervention in 1850 ¥ It wus to or-
gunize Territorinl Governments, open them
up to the common settlement of the people of
the United States, from all the States.
States. No legislation on the part of Congress
in regard to savery, nor by the Territurial
Legislature during the terrjtorial condition,
but keaving it to the people of a territory,
when they shall have sttained to a condition
which entitles them to admission as a State, to
decide for themselves.

That was non intervention, and that non in-
tervention would have been felt in this result:
You would have gone in with your sluves and
the citizen of Ob o with his property; and if
anybody thought you had not a right to hold
your property there, the indigdual could bave
tested the question before the Court ; und if
the decision had been against him there could
bave been no hostile action, and you would
have enjoyed your property in peaceand quiet
1t is as wuch a violativn of the doctrineof non-
intervention—the true and original doctrine—
for the Territorial Legisluture, under the

auspices of Mr. Douglas' bran new theory, to

exclude siavery from a territory, as it would
be for Congress to interfere by positive law.

I bhave hsre—g‘m may have read it—the state-
ment of Daniel , in the Senate, in regard
to bis idea of the relation of a Territorial Gov
ernment to the people of the United Siates. He

-’:‘.'ite Territorial Governments are in a state of
General

pupilage under the protection of the Gov-
ernment ; they have no power not given by Con-
gress and it is our duty to provide for the people
of the territory a goverument to keep the peace,
to secure their property, to assign to them a sub-
ordinate authority, to see that the pro-

legislative
tection of their persons and the security of their
and to

they grow into

property are all regularly provided
maintain them in that stale until
sufficient in point of population to be
admitted in the Unlonuns”mn upon the same

i

is a simple and short way ol stating it, und souncs
like Constitutional doctrine. Suppose a vessel
should go out of the harbor of Norfulk for New
| Orleans, laden with all kinds of freight, and umong
| the rest ifteen or twenty slaves on board. These
gentlemen tell you that slavery is local—so local
that it cannot et beyoud these limits without
loeal law to tuke it ere,  This ship gets beyond
the one marive leagne from shore out npoa the
open sen. Bt s not within the Hmits of any Siate
it is upon the common highway of nations.
Counld a b ermizer come sl takethese slaves
! from the Ar
free because slavery is b
the limits of any State? No. Yet what pr
them T Nothing but the deck of an American
vessel,  That deck is the common domain of he
United States, and it proteets the property of the
citizens, for it is on the common domain of the
Union, It hias been decided agsin and ngain,
practieally, in the history of our Government ;

i-.uu] if that protection is afforded on the deck of

| which i= also the common domain of this Union ?

But, fellow-citizens, one other word on that
1 see o epeech made, the other day, ut

hoint.
.ll,('T.l"l'aIJLng. Virginia, by the Senator from |spe
holds the following lan- | hs
*Yuu have |
the same right, under the Constitution, W go Hivered in 1857,
and carry _\JIHH' slaves into the territories that | 1858, when the

| Lilinois, in which he
guage to the people of that eity :

1 have mine. You have the same right to|
| carry vour slaves, eattle and horses, thut

| have © carry apy property that 1 posseas, und |
| vou huve it,” he suys, ©under the Constitu-

| tion of the United States.  When you et |
| thére, you and 1 stand on the sume footing of |
i;_-quu]u__\' under the law.  You bring your pro-
| perty with you sulject to the local law, and 1
| bring wine, sabject to the same local law.™
| He savs you have the right to earry the pro-
| perty there under the Constitution of the
| United States, and he had said in the Senate |
that if the Constitution ecarried it there 6o
power on varth ean take it away. Now he
suys you have a right to earry it under the
Constitution, but when you get iv there it is
subject to what?! Protection as every other
right? No! But to the local lnw, made by 2
subordinate local authority. The moment it
gets there under the Constitution, they can
drive it off against the Constitution. Gentle- |
men, if these positions wre not inconsistent—
if they sre not trifling with the intelligence of
u free people, who want to find vat and know
their rights, then T am mistaken.

Mr. Douglas suys
» Congress never yet passed a law for the
protection of any man's property in the terri-
Luries,
with his wite and children and servants is sub-
jeet to the local law, and relies upon the law
tor protection.”

Let us see if that is go.  The Senator from
Tllinois says: * Congress never yot passed
law for the protection of any man's property
in & wrritory.” 1 forbear to repeat what the
Supreme Court bas decided, but 1 like to geta
sound, Constitutional idea into the minds of

rrican vessel, and say that they were |
al, amdl are net within -'!
t

the ship, is it oot likewise affordind on the m..l,il»-d_t dispute
|

| their limits prior to the formation of Stute

Every mun who goes to the territories |

Now, 1 bave shown you the pont of difier- |
| ence betwien us in that bill and the agreement
| between the triends of thebill. 1 haveshown
!, ou the decision of the Supreme Court. We
{hmve arrived ut a point where there should
have been harmony s We huve ar-
irived at the puint s 1 upen. The only
| point of differs been - determined by
i the highest j 4] nuthor nfl the [_mh-d
| State ul ity ol rights of per-
£0Ms ¢ of all the citizens wetld
1, stumped by the seal of |
we would not have had
aeitution except by o little
nd of Abolitio 4, whom the conservative
musses would have subdued. The {z-!.uhl:-
cans, of course, traduced the Court, but it wus |
| pever to huve been expected that any friend
(ot the K ll—any one pledged to abide
| by the sion, wonld attempt to override
| that doei «What,” you will say, “no-
' ol that at 117
Youwill think that now vou will have time
attention to the great material
Yon have luid the
Not at all ! un-

{ to turn your
| interests of the country.
re of slavery agitution !
ily, not at wll!

@ opinion of the Supreme Court was de-
Everything was quiet until
sSenator from linvis, Mr.
rlas, was a candidate for re-election to the
from the State of Illinois, and then for
ul st time in the history of Ameriean poli-
tics we find the opinion advaneed that there
wis & mode by which subordinate authorities
may override the opinion of the highest judi-
cind tribunal in the Union. There we find no
purpose Lo abide by the agreement to tuke the
judicral decision of their Constitutional right,
bat the declaration is made that 4 subordinate
authority may confiseute or exclude from the
Territory the property of citizens of Southern
States, without rezard to the opinion of the
Supreme Court. 1 don’t want to do injustice,
so I will rend 1t. Lt is short:

In a debate between Senator Douglaz and
Mr. Lincoln the former said: *The next
question propounded to me by Mr. L. is, ‘ean
the people of a territory, in any lawful way
against the wishes of the United States, ex-
clude slwvery from their limit prior to the for-
mativn of a State Constitution?” 1 answer
emphatically, as Mr. L. has heard me answer
w hundred times, from every stump in Ilinois,
thut in my opinion the people of a territory
can, by lawful means, exclude slavery from

e
Th

Droug

e

Constitution.™

That is the question put to him. and that
was the question we agreed in the Kansas bill
to refer to the Supreme Court of the United
States.  That is the question decided us I huve
just shown you, by the Supreme Court of the
United States, by the specch of Mr. Douglas
in which they say thut neither Congress nor n
Territorial Legislature has the power to ex-
clude slavery ; but that the only right is the

my tellow-citizens.

“ Uongress never,” says Mr. Douglas,
passed a law for the protection of any mun’s
property in 8 tlerritory.” Gentlemen, it has
done s0 in muny instances. I happened to
meet, the other day, with a striking case in
which it Jid so. In 18534, when great stutes.
men were in the Senate and House of Repre
sentstives, and Andrew Jackson was President
of the United States, the Legisluture of the
Territory of Floridu, undertook to luy s tax
apon the sluves of won residents higher than
upon the slaves of residents. The non-resi-
dents from Virginia and other States appealed
to Congress to restruin the Legislature of
Florids from diseriminating aguinst their
property.

he committee in their repopt say :

«The commitiee are sutisfied that the
memuorialists ure entitled to relief. It is cor-
tainly against the policy of the United States,
us well us the dictates of common justice, to
gllow uny Territorinl Legislature to tax the
property of non-residents higher thun the
same property of residents.

« The committee think that Congress should
slwaye protect the property of citizens of the
United States when subjecied to the operstion
of unjust legislation by Territorisl Govern-
ments. In the cnse shbove referred to, that
principle of protection is asserted, and main-
tuined in practice. The same principle re-
quires the same practice now, and for that pur-
pose the commitiee berewith report  bill.”

Pardon me, the two sections are short, 1
will read them :

< [be it enucted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of
America, in Congress assembled, Thatall such
acts, or parts of scts, passed by the Legisla-
tive Council of Florida, as may impose a
higher tax on the slaves, or other property of
nou-resident citizens, be, and the same ure
hereby repeated and declared null and void.”

Not content with that, the second section
provides that if any person shall attempt to
enfuree the law he should be liable to punich-
ment. The section reads thus :

And be it further enacted, that if any per-

the Territory of Florida as aforesaid, by de-
manding or receiving uny tax, imposition or
assessment authorized or prescribed thereby,
such n shall, on convietion thereof, ge
Inunh by a fine not exceeding $200, or by
m‘g:tonmml not exceeding six months, or
el or both of said punishments.”

Oh, gentlemen, would it not be an insuit
to your understanding to say that was not an
interference of Congress to protect private

rty from the encronchment of Territo-
rinl legisimtion ¥  Yet that tleman says
“Congress never yet paszed a law for the pro-
tection of any man’s rty in Territories”
Of course, T do not doubt that he believed the
statement, but I believe him at the expense of
his intelligence. {Applnul:}

The principles 1 have tried feebly to vindi-
cate here, are the principles on which the Con-
stitutional lhmocrse{mui to-day ; the unlly
prineiples upon which any human being will
pretend to charge them with the purpose of
disunion. 1f they are the principles of the
Constitution snd the Union, then we are
Cunstitativnalists and Unionists.  Yet, fellow-
citizens, for two or three months back you
have heard ove loud and incessant clamor,
that 1 and the Constitutional Demoeracy be-
long to a disunion organization, and that our
wim is to break up the confederation of the

son shall attempt to enforce any of the nets of |

right evupled with the duty to gunrd and pro-
| tect it i have shown you that Mr. Douglas
| agreed to submit the question 1o that Court,
and that Mr. Douglas acquiesced in the de-
cision.

Mr. Douglas, further on, says the guestion
|is un abstenct one.  An abstract que-tion * A
irluog-ti(-n involving the Umon, and involving
1l|u- rights of half of them. It *“matters not
what the Supreme Coart may hereafier decide,
the people muy lawfully exclude it.” 1 have
shown you in 1858, in the Senate of the
United States, he said, «If the Constitution
suthorizes it to go there, no power on earth
| cun take it away.” T would like to see these

two etatements reconciled.  ( Applause. )
Whether the Constitution did anthorize it to
go there, was n question that he agreed to re-
ter to the Court; and then after the Court de-
cides, e says no matter how the Court may
dicide, the people may luwfully exclude slavery
from the territories; and these declarntions
remain uncontradicted, and not taken back;
: and he asserts to-day as he meserted before,
that the people of u territory may exclude
| sluve property of the Southern people prior ta
| the formation of n State Copstitution—that &
| Territorial Legislature may do it. * Henee,”
| he says, “*no matter what way the Supreme
| Court may hereafter decide as to the abstract
| question whether sluvery may or may not go
{into u territory under the Constitution, the
people have the lawful means to introduce or
exclude it, as they please, for the reason that
sluvery eannot exist a duy or an hour any-
where, unless it is supported by local police
regulations "

1 should have thought that the ghost of the
Nebraska bill—the spectre of thut nbused bill
—would have risen up to prevent such a de-
claration as this! (Applaase.)

I say, gentlemen, in answer to the accusa-
tion made sguinst me of maintaining this
doetrine, and which T have disproved, [ say it
is not statesmanlike to agree to refer a Consti-
| tutionsl point to the Supreme Court of your
| country, and then, when the Supreme Court
| of your country has decided it, say, “ It mat-
{ters not what way hereafter decided,” the
| power remnins.

A voice—*That's higher law.”

That looks almost as much like higher law
as some higher law we have heard of further
east. If 1 were disposed to imitate am emi-
nent but & bad example, I might say there is
no honest man in the United States, as be said
of me, who can deny that the agreement was
made; that the decision was made in accor-
dunce with our view of the Constitation ; and
that the agreement has been violated by the
Senator and his personal adherents, who agreed
to abide by it.

Fellow-citizens, the serious indisposition
under which I have labored for some days,
making it almost impesgible for me at times to
.e;lum ;sse:hln @ befure :u-, makes me un-
able to divide off my speech in proper r-
tions, as 1 should de{irsel‘:' do, cﬂmﬁerm]?ha
time I bave already occupied your attention.
You will excuse me if, g somewhat desul-
wry in my remurks, 1 omit some topic to
which I should call yeur attention.

How is this question met ? Have I argued it
to-day—is it commouly argued l? «men who
entertain the same opinion that dﬁ:ﬂmrm ina
manly way, according to

i b ons il

g ding of the Coustitu
tion? Don’t we state the proposition fairly * Don't
we state it in the language of the Supreme Court
itaelf? Don't we stand upon the Coostitution as
adjudged by that court, and express our reasons

in temperate, ml;:d respectiul argaments *
the

States.
1 bardly know, as far as that is a p
inst myself, bow to answer it. (A

=

which the Supreme Court
ik 1 gentleman siates the other pro-

=

charge sgai
voice—**Uall them liurs.”) T hear it repeated
:ﬂ ancnymous writers and wandering orators
over the country. Their whole stock in
trade 1s *'disunion ! disunion!” “These men
belong to a party intended to break up the
the Union of the States.” You appeal to
ther, by reason, in vain. You say, gentle-
men, these are the principles of the Constitu-
tion, as determined by the practice of the
Government. The answer iz, *disunon”
You say to them, they are the principles of
the Union and U tien, as determined by

with the in which
. How does he state is? Here are ques-
which the best intelleets of the couutry
ised, eogaging Lhe attention of the wisest

i
ik

£
z
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| Who wants todoit? Dees the ex

our best ability, and [SFTE

Territorinl condition, why do
they seize upon the word slave, and appealing to
the passions of the people say, ou shall not foree
slavery down the throats of un unwilling people.

istence of the
question of the constitutional |||'ull"r.'ﬁun<n!‘pr"|\'m-'
property in the comman domain of this Union
until & State is formed, which can take charge of
property and determine it, endanger the Union ?
=ubatitute the word property for the word slave,
and see how It woull rewd.  “You attempt to
foree slavery dewn the throats of an unwilling
people.” You attempt to force property down
the throats of unwilling people, (laughter and
eheers,) and there is no difference between slave
and other property, as the court has decided, and
as they admit.  The Territorial Legislature is the
ereature of Congress ; Congress is the creature of
the Constitution sl the Coastitution of the States
and bere you wonld bave a little Territorinl Leg-
islature, three or four degrees removed from the
souree of power, with the right to exclude the
States from their own domain,  That is the irre-
gistible eonclusion.

These are not the doctrines of the Constitutional
Demoeraey. These are not the doctrines of the
Kentaucky Opposition, eitber, or were not that
year. These are not the doctrines of the Constitu-
tion ; these are sectional doectrives. (Cheers.)
These are not the doctrines that make the peace
atal harmouy of the Union of States. (Cheers.)
Because we will not take them, abandoning the
aold practice of the Government, and the decision
af the supreme Court in our favor—hecause we
will not bow down to s doetrine thatl deprives us
of our rights, and is subversive of our righta—the
distinguished Senstor said at Norfolk, we are o
faction. and must be desiroyed ; when we are
destroyed, they will stick their daggers through
the Copstitution of our country. (Immense
cheering.)

Just here, before T go to other matters, | want
to say one word in regard Lo the dectrine of non-
intervention, as it was originally understond, and
which is now mized up to confuse the peopie with
the expressions * Popular Sovercignty™ and
* Squatter Sovereignty.”

The names of Clay, Webster and others have
been invoked to sustain this doctrine.  The local
fact of the Compromise of 1850 has been invoked
fur the same purpose, [ assert that from 1848
down to the present period —when  this false doc-
trine, repugnant alike to the Constituiion and
reason—was thrust upon the country, no respect-
able political party held the opiniou that a Terri-
torial Legislature bad a right to exclude slave
property pending its tervitorial coudition, When
did Clay ever hold such an opiuion ! When were
ach doctrines embodied in the Compromise
measure of 18502 When was such a daoctrine in
the Clayton Compromise of 1848, of which you
have heard so much, and which was defeated by a
small vote?

They ull looked to the period when they should
come into the Union as & Stute as the time when
the territorial authorities might net on the sabject
of property, and bold or to exclude the slave pro-
perty of the Sonth.  (Applause.)

Time, fellow-citizens, will not allow me to
do much more than state the propositions ; but
I will read short abstracts from the celebrated
report made by the committee of thirteen, of
which Mr. Clny was chairman, which resulted
in the Comprumise Measures of 1850. Listen
toit, I pray. It is ealm, lucid, has no clup-
trap phrases, and puts me in mind of the lan-
guuge used by the Supreme Court:

It is high time that the wounds which it
has inflicted should be healed up and closed,
und thut to nvoid inall future time the agitation
which must be produced by the conflict &
opinion on the slavery question—existing us
this institution does in some of the States, and
prohibited as it is in others, the true principle
which ought to regulate the action of Con-
gress in forming Territorial Governments for
esch newly acquired domain, is to refrain from
all legizlation on the subject in the territory
acquired, o long as it retains the territorial
furm of government, leaving it to the people
of such territory when they have attained to
a condition which entitles them to admission
us n State, to decide for themselves the ques-
tion of the allowance or prohibition of do-
mestic slavery.” (Applause—a voice, ** That
is true doctrine.”)

Though in & very different munner, and by
something like argument,and by means above
those to which I bave been alluding, from
sources yet more eminent, comes the informa

tion that I, and the politicnl orgamzation with
which I am connected, are laboring for the
disruption of the Confederacy. 1 do not re-
t'\ly now to what Mr. Douglus says all over
New England, in Virginia, and wherever he
goes, because it is quite naturat for a person as
much interested as he, to think that any man
who opposes hh‘frimi les :nust be a disunion-
ist. (Cheersand laughter.) Indeed, by his
decluration we must be ull disunionists in Ken-
tucky, tor he declares that those who assert
thut s Territorinl Legislature has no power to
exclude slave property, and that Congress
should interfere for its ion, are dis-
urionists, and that is what the old Opposition
of Kentucky said last year, and which I will
prove to have been their position, expressed in
every torm that it could E‘:

Fellow-citizens, even in my own State,
where I thought certainly my character and
antecedents were pretty well known, one of
the oldest, one of the most honest—-in all res-

one of the most eminent of all our pub-

{i,c men—has not indeed said that I was  dis-
unionist, but has intimated, if not one, I am
connected with an organization whose bone
and body is disunion. I refer to a speech of
Mr. Crittenden, made at Louisville. I bave
known and admired Mr. Crittenden since I
was & boy. e also bas known me. Toward
him and his 1 have ever cherished, and expect
to cherish, relations of the most 1 and
cordiul esteem. There are reasons which
I cmnotwgirewthemnblic. that, even if [
had grounds for it, would prevent me from
venturing beyond the limits of the most res-
pectful courtesy, in answering what he has
said. After ng of Mr. Lincolnin terms
fully as complimentary, it seems to me, as his
principles merit, although ing bim frmly,
as Mr. Crittenden does, -ruking of
the Senator from Illinois in terms of the high-
est eulogy, as it seems to me, he comes to
speuk of his fellow-citizen, expressing the lin-
ring hope that 1 am not a disunionist.
(Laughter.) Like a humane lawyer he gives
me, personally, the benefit of a doubt, and for
this 1 thank him. (Lm.%:rl:nd applause. )

A voice—* Hurrsh for 'kinridqe."

As to my tion with princip or a
party, which tend that way, {.my spenk of
that presently. My object now is, to relieve
myself personally from the uccusations er im-

rzulinn that I am such. 1 Inulrﬁmuy
ave preferred that I should have ved u
strong and direct blow, than to receive, as |
do, the kind and reluctant confession of a sor-
rowful friend. (Applause.}

In mng.lmyuy in regard to the dis-
tingu gentiemsn who is anoei-b&rilb

if

things during the

-
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1 will not degrade the dignity of my declara

do if_,"} The man does not live, o
alted his churacter, who has power

er ex
wgeh b

Union of my eountry. (Great applause. )

cusation, what is there 1 the platform of prin
ciples upon which 1 stand?
tended that these resolutions which relate

tendency in that direction.
slave property, in the territories.

preme Court, &s 1 bave shown it to be to-
What are they ? Thisis the platform ade

1. Resolved, Thatthe gpovernment of n Ter-

visional and temporary, and during its exist-
ence all citizens of the United Stawes have an
equil right to settle with their property
Territory without their rights, either of
s0ns or property, being destroyed or im [-arrml
by Congressional or Territorial legislation.

2, Resolved, That it is the duty of the Ful-
eral Government in all its departments to pro-
tect, when necessary, the rights ef persons and
property in the Territories, and wherever els
its Constitutional authority extends.

The third resolution provides that when they
come to formn a State Constitution, they may
decide the question of sluvery for themseives.

That, fellow-citizens, is the
principle avowed. Are they Constitutionsl?
Are they just? Or are they sectionul?
they are UConstitutional, they are not sectivnal ;
for the Constitution is broud enough to cover
the whole Union. 'Whoever, therefore, stands
upon the Constitution, can be peither a see-
tionalist or & disunionist. I have shown you
that these principles are tuken almost word
for word from tl’:u opinions of the SBupreme
Court of the United States. They flnd their
root in almost all the precedents and practices
of the Government.  Theyare principles upon
which we may well live and by which we
may well be willing to die.  (Cheers.) They
are vitally important, and they concern rights
of person and property ; they cannot be ab-
steuet, minute, or unimportant, fur they con-
cern the honor and equality of the States.
What has been the position of Kentucky
upon that platform? You remember the po-
sition tuken by the gentlemen who were cun-
didates fur Goverror of this State Inst year.
They both held that Territorial Legislatures
have no power to exclude our property, and
ench contended that every department of Guv-
ernment must protect it when it became ne-
cessary. Mr. Joshua Bell, I believe, went &
step further than his competitor, by expressing
his upinion that the time was at that mstant
arrived, when it bad become necessary to in-
terpose the wrm of the Federal Government
to protect our property. Mr. Magoflin beld,
if it became necessary, privite property must
be protected from Territorial interference and
confiscation. The whole ple of Kentucky
voted for ome or the olg:: of these distin-
uished gentlemen. Your Congressional
‘'onventions, that nominated candidates for
Congress, indorsed this principle by a most
decisive and overwhelming majority. Nay,
more; if 1 may refer to the proceedings of &
party Convention, the Democratic Convention
—which met on the 9th of Janu last at
Frankfort—indorsed the same principle by an
overwhelming mujority. I hold in my hand
the resolution by which it was done. But
neither the time nor my strength suffices for

me to read it. 1 shall incorporate it in my
remarks.
Nuy, more. The Senate of the (.

wealth of Kentucky, by the unanimous vote of
both parties, indorsed this same principle s
being true, by the following resolution:

“ fiezolved, By the whole Senate of the State
of Kentucky, that the Territories are the com-
mon property of the Union, and as a field for
the expansion of the institutions and develop-
ment of the gies of our ad ing and
ive le, are open lo the citizens of
all the States ; and that there exists no power
in the General Government, or the Govern-
ment of s Territory during its continuance as
sach, and until, having attained sufficient pop-
ulation, it shall huve formed a Constitution
ind been admitted into the Union, to impair
wuﬁht of any citizen who may have emi-
grated thereto, to the enjoyment of any species
of property recognized by the States. But
that this right having been solemnly affirmed
by the decision of the highest tribunal, shall
be guarded by suitable lnws, faithfully admin-
istered; and if in any case a Territorial Gov-
ernment ussail that right by ‘unfriendly legis-
lation,” or experience should show that exist-
ing laws are i quate for its pr , it
will ther be the duty of the General Govern-
ment, by the exercise of its powers, legislative,
executive and administrative, to provide sach
security and protection as the exigences of the
oceasion may demand.”

What is that but copying the decision of the
Supreme Court and the resolutions of the ¢
tion? The House of Represeniatives of the State
of Kentucky, last winter, a like unanimons
vote, a resolution in the snme words,
I eannot read it, for my strength does not allow—
I will iuecq)m’:l:: ::ﬂv;l‘ﬂl my mhMBﬂ that
both at last summer,
m‘prdnm'm of their mnhﬂvull’g&:
Senate and House of Representatives of the State,
have declared that these are the principles of the
Constitation and of the Commonwealth of Ken-

tucky.

Surely I might pause here, but I want, in sup-
port of these principles, the bigh authority of oue
of our most ble and st 51
want the authority of Mr. Crittenden. Gentlemen,

whatever doubts be may have as to fidelity 1o
the Constitution and the union of lh?%um,?do

~uything in my record which would sanction
such aebarge orsuch an imputation. (Cleers, |

tion by epithets, but I proudly challenge my
bitterest enemy to point out an set, to diselose
an utterance or revenl a thouzht of mine, hos-
tile to the Constitution or the Vnion of the
States. (Loud cheers. A voice—+ He couldn’t |

couple my nume sucvessfully with the slightest
taint of disloyalty to the Constitution and

But, fellow-citizens, if there be nothing in
my charscter or antecedents 10 justify his we-

It is not pre-

the acquisition of Cuba and s railroad to the
Pucific, eontain anything huving the slightest

It cun, theretore, |
meun unly those resolutions which have rela-

tion to the question of territorisl power und |speech in the Seuate, which 1 fi
will read | Dally Globe, which is the «
to you those resolutions, and you will see if | Senate. It is true that
they be uccording o the decision of the Su- | a hope and the opinion

T
i fatervene to protect o Constitutional right jn o
by the Baltimore Convention, which nomina- g
ted me for the Presidency of the United States.

ritory orgunized by an act of Congress is pro-

inal . o .
sor. | Titorial Government bus n

plattorm  of

1°

=

Mr. Crittenden’s vote i8 records
) | that resalution, On the same
- | was passed declaring it to be th tv ofi”
to supply such protection as may le demy,
the necessities of the citizens. Mr,
| name is veeorded o the affirntiv.
| bation.

Then, gentlemen, I have the votes of my disi
| guished friend, Mr. Critt el

i tions in the Senate, doe

an

upon the resgly
A e that these giestings
wre not minute aud unimportant 3 declari
the union of the 2

States rests upon the egugl;

: s ; i ity 4
rights and privileges of the citizer .uul[ihi;l‘ -
the duly of the Seaate especially
any dis¢riming in these r

bt

property, declari
by the Territorial
for Congress and
' ernment Lo 1
Preci
lay.
My distinguished friend, Mr. Orittonden, 3 | o
days afterwards followed these resolutions by Ia
reported in e
Graan of the
Mr. Crittenduy OXpressed
L hat the time miel
eome when it wonld be noe

i

department of v
and  protect those Fichs
sely the prineiples upoin which we stugg 1,

== 10

| tervitory. T trust so too, T trust the time

| never come when the terri vill

| regardles= of their Constituti

undertake to violate an )

make it necessa i 1w ol

lannullc-d. ry for their proce dings to he
Mr. Crittenden goes on to say, that us the T, u

rinl nuthor}

Vervizn o inde.
| pendent right to act on this subjoet, :ﬂ.l-l,-::,r},:-','.,ln,
Court of the Unitod Saies bavipg dn-lvrn:i.:,u!
jthat every eitizen of the United States may g
|into that Territory, carrying bis sluves with i :
jand holding thew there, my op 1 i8 that l]nﬂ
Canstitution Js to protect thit property which i
| hnd authorized to go there 3 therefurs, wher ﬂ:,
1 proper or extreme case occurs, whon pnq;.-y'ﬁr
going there under the Suprems Court of the United
| States shall require suols interposition, tha jll is
| the duty of Congress to Interpose and grunt
tection.

Nobly and well said, in langusge wor i
exalted eharacter and _;-«'put-..rinn{: in |,;:.1:|:‘-J::,.hl;
repeat, that would compare favorably with 'I'L.T.ﬂ-
ments and utteranees of the Sapreme Court of the
United States. (A voiee—“Gouwd, for vou Major.")
Mr. Douglas says, and says to-day —stnnds apon i
and elaims your votes npon it—that |iw‘[‘.-mg..-ui
Legislature, no matter what the decision of the
Supreme Court wmway be, las & right to exeluge
slavery ; that you may take it there, but vou must
leave it enlject 1o euch local laws as the Temi-
torial Legishsture may make.  The Supreme Count
says you can’t.  Mr. Crittenden says nothing e
strike him as more coniradictory, nothing more
illogical, than to assert the proposition which Mr,
Douglas has announced, and which, he says, we
musl recognize, or if not recoguized, ho will resd
nn;l di‘?‘lruy as he gocs,

take some satisfaction from  the faer that the
Hon. John J. Crittenden, whose name wid aEn-
thority will go far in this State, bas deciared md
recorded on his cath as a Senator in the Senate,
that the prineiples upon which we stand are the
true  priveiples of the Constitution. (Much
applanse.)  Fellow-citizens, 1 caunot enlurge,
What do [ think I bave done? I appeal to your-
n-!rm whether I have not, with reasonable eer-
tainty, conclusively, I will say, repelled the per-
sonal acensations against me ?  Have I not shown
that veither I nor the Constitntional Demoercy
indorse this dogma of the Territorial autherity to
exclude slavery while in a territorial eondition,
wod that we have not broken fuith?  Have I not
shown that by the agreement at the time of the pas
sage of the Kansas-Nebraska bill,the Constitutional
t waz to be left to the Supreme Court 7 Have

not shown that the Supreme Court sustabned oar
construction of the Constitution? Have [ ool
shown that the agrecment thus made has been
violated by the declarstion that a subordinate as-
thority may have the Coustitutional right and ex-
clude slave prnpeﬂg’. when the Court says it bas
not the power ¥ Who has abandoned the ground
or violated the agreement ! Who bas violatid the

1 !'-lmcm?h that th

ave shown that the principles upon which
we etand, bave been snnstiuneg Ly P:im -
tice of the government ; affirmed by the fgﬁ-
et judicial tribunal in the world ; voted to Le
true by both pelitical parties in Kentucky in
1859; unanimously asserted by both branehes
of the Legislature, and by an everwhelming
majority of the whole Democratic party in
Kentucky, and declared by Mr. Crittenden to
be svund wnd true. (Cheers.) T think 1 hwve
piled up a pyramid of fact and wrgument in
support of these principles, which ought
commend ilself to the gruve consideration of
every intelligent man; 1 bave tried to do it
by legitimate facts and arguments. 1 am not
conscious of having » ed to any prejudice
or passion of any section.

These principles, thus ssserted, will give u
barmony and peace. They will make cach
State in the Union feel that it is a mster to
every other, and every man will feel that he
| stands upon a commen footing with his brother.

These principles have their root in the Consti-
tation, and no party can be sectional which
muintains  constitutional principles; none!
nene |

Are we to be driven from their mainte-
nance? Is this State to be twisted around the
finger of politicinns as they would twist a gum-
elastic band upon their finger . Are the pes-
ple of Kentucky to turn their back upon the
mnciplu which last year they felt to be true*

iven by a loud and fulse clamor?  Are they
to be bewildered and staggered by a ery from
maintaining their rights, and when Kentucky
is asking to express her own opinion us to her
rights, is the chivalry of the Commonwealth
sunk so low that she dare not assertit? Such
were not the men who laid the foundation of
the State. Such wers not your fathers in "08,
They took the lead in vindieation of the truth.
The New .Iﬁng:!nnd States stigmutized them =
di ts, but undeterred they stood by their
rights, and insugurated & politieal revolution
that preserved the true principle of our system.
These were your fathers—the men of '8
Now, in 1860, the issue is distinctly presented
to you. Will you express your own opiniont
of the equality of your own State in the Union!
Will you, by your vote, assert your own
rights in the zonfsd‘ eracy? The BSupreme
Court snys you have them. You yourselvs
have said you have them. In every torm i
which you can express your opinion to the
world, you have claimed these rights. Hen
they are, embodied in this platform of princk
ples. Upon them are standing men whom

ou cannot dnn{la be true to them, and whos
alty to the Coustitution and the Usion of
the country no man can successfully uttack

prie

it goes a great way towards proving that they are | Then will you @y from your vwn principles
true and not : ns by yourselves, at the clangor of
el o 15 et o Mag ok Dotk | Eh I e bue prenid 1 e paoi 4
w
month the Mb;i‘:g waldql:flr:an Kentucky.
: Voice—* Good,” and much applause,

" the Union of these States rests ‘ellow-citizens, ean you hu-lmua mlull
on the equality of the rightsand Among | tle longer !
its members ; and it is the of the A voice—* Yes, n week, go on.”)
Seaate, which representa in their sov- | You must allow me, therefore, to make §
ereign eapacity, to resist all to discrinr | fow remarks in & tone more subdued, asd!

ze to you for tha looss way B
am going on, smitten as Lam by sk




