
a Territorial Goverament to aeerse them. It, I
could confer no power on any local government. Ilk
established by its authority, to violate the provis- / c
ons of the CGootitation." Or

A gain the Court says: th
"*It seems, however, to be supposed that there is get

a difference between property in a slave and other the

property. and that different roles may Iw ap- hI
plied to it in expounding the Constitution of the the

United States. And the laws and usages of na- op,
tions, and the writings of ernmiueut juri-ts upon thi' -i

relation of master and slave, and their mutual 'Co

rights and duties. and the powers which tov(; ern- fro

menta may exercise over it, have been dwelt upon Ire

in the argument." the

And they my that the idea got abroad through the

the country through the sp:culations of foreigu ve.
political writers. But the Court goes on to say C I
that the rights of persons and property. tinder cl
American laws, is d,.dned by a written Co:n-titu- UCi
tion, and, finally, they say: :r

If the Constitution recognize the right of prop- an,

erty of the masters in a slave, and makes no die- the

tinction between that description of property and wi

other property ownedl by a citizen, no tribunal, act-
ing under the authority of the United States. p•
whether it be legistative,executive or judicial, has Pt

a right to draw such a distinction or deny to it Ill
the benefit of the provisions and guarantees which go
have been provided for the protection of private thi
property against the encroachments of the Gov- an
ernment." I

And who will deny that a Territorial Let- cui
islature is a legislative tribunal acting under ha
the authority of the United States. *'And ro vo
word can he found in the Constitution which tin
gives Congress a greater power over slave pro- th

lwrty or which entitles property of that kind eq
to less protection than property of any other p-
description. The only power conferred is the br

power,coupled with the duty, of guarding and 11t
protecting the owner in his rights." pe

Now, fellow-citizens, what is the authorita- i
tive decision of the Supreme Court of the thi

United States, to whom we agreed to refetr this po
disputed question about the power of the Ter- su
ritorial Legislature. They decide that what- C,

ever territory the Federal Governnment acquires sul
as trustees for thecitizensof all the State-,with rip

their property, must enjoy it as common citi- sul
lens of common States. Nothing else than a ge
sovereign being competent to define, deter- dri

mine, or impair property. They declare that nm
the citizen enters the common territories with if
the Constitution in his hands. They declare a I
that the Federal Government can confer no the
protection to the citizen beyond what the Con
stitution has given, and they say still leS, can
it authorize a Territorial Legislature to exer- pry
cise powers which are denied to itself. Then, toN
for the purpose of clinching the whole subject. wi

they go on and say, "the only power conferred jet
> the power coupled with theduty of guarding tot
and protecting the ownerin his rights." They
decide that no distinction exists between pro- Ill

errty--that property in slaves is recognized lap
the Constitution of the United States, and in

that there is no word in thatinstrument which Su
gives Congress power over it. si

That is the decision. Human language m:
could not be more complete or more plain, if
the Court had written as much about it as po- pa
liticians have made speeches over the question. pr

I have heard it said that the case that went du
to the Supreme Court of the United States, m
was not the case which went from the Ter- wl
ritories, but a case that went from a State, in
and that therefore we are not bound by it se
until a case arises in the territory and is taken of
regularly to the Supreme Court of the United Te
States. That is in my mind a confession that uj
we agreed to leave it to the supreme judicial up
tribunal upon any case properly arising and de
coming before that august body. It was a to
proper case, and properly decided by theCourt. F
It covers the points of difference between the pi
friends of the Nebraska bill. It is not candid,
nor manly, nor statesmanlike, to attempt to
dodge the results of that conclusion by saying m
that that case went from a State and not fronm ts
a territory. as

(Mr. B. read from the report in the Congres- at
sional Globe, vol. 21. part i, p. 105.) p

A voice: 
" 

That is the true doctrine." sa

What was non-intervention then' What
was non intervention in 1850 ? It was to or- al
ganize Territorial Governments, open them U
up to the common settlement of the people of of
the United States, from all the States. i
States. No legislation on the part of Congress pi
in regard to slavery, nor by the Territorial is
Legislature during the tertorial condition, qi
but leaving it to the people of a territory, p
when they shall have attained to a condition
wbh~u entitles themto admission as a State, to w
decide for themselves.

That was non intervention, and that non in- Ii
tervention would have been felt in this result: A
You would have gone in with your slaves and ai
the citiaen of Oh o with his property; and it ti
anybody thought you had not a right to hold h
your property there, the indiidual could have n
tested the question before the Court; and if h
the decision had been against him there could
have been no hostile action, and you would p
have enjoyed your property in peace and quiet. e
It is as much a violatin of thedoctrineof non- a
intervention-the true and original doctrine-
for the Territorial Legislature, under the a

ru.pices of Mr. Douglas' bran new theory, to W
exlude slavery from a territory, as it would a

h- for Coegre to Interfere by positive law. a
I have •ere--y4  my have red it-the satle-
ent o DI e Wher, Ian the Seaste, i relrdp

to s iMa of the lt•ti of a Territrial Goyr- i
eiament to the people of the United Sates. He e

b TerrItrial Govenmets are In a saie of

pupiLage uier the protectie of the Gearal GO- im
ermt; theyYave a powema ot give byCoa- p
ra md it ear duity t provaide for thepeople r

of the terrtsy a gIeram t to keep the peac, e
to seera thlirr p to aga to them a sb-
edltmae deah e au trityI hat the p
setn V teir pomea es ..e***tay <f the ,
property me all reglurly pesrd d r, and to
man a them I that rene aI they ow into
a.Mint larm se n palit eoplti mon to be

gitel i the Usa. m a State upon the s-me
tig a ths riginal Staes"
Do y euppe that Dead w eilcer, slner the P

eamle r the Supre Cort that I hae re to i
ye, M hare edieelea itsss M to d
Iadtodal somesearivesse ethe

sonal et~t te Seat eateol asth .Cew M t

ar any of • e at ad g •ae , wes w iual Iw
is th earlet day er y. (Aplme.)

Why, ,what h,-ee, noa, 7 • ue all I a
ms leet Wh•Ytheret.e of the :

te- YrbstIelmd le remnt orighlely
a-t-•eh a l • aema,• by judges a •e

h----a beeI ghdr d oim~ague I

tthe o gedlf reder the r G ei a se- a

has Their oGeuamor their Juges, we aup a
pfMet BareadStae te 8 ~. verat

IlhiwlrbL""'e e satE the
_ree.•mry e r yo r - tmhe1mus.

t sUreren w laon at or V

L-- ' hre " t V.tasnila
hl in pt thveydemset pro.

hell as ab k 1

gIJ~aib es. bela Uri I-

op madp rpeas. Tha I1

.Is a iMaple ad ohart way of stating it, and aeuamsu
t. like Co•stitatioal doctrine. Suppose a vessel or

Sshould go out of the harbor of Nortilk for New be

Orleans, laden with all kinds of reight, and among v
the rest fifteen or twenty slaves on board. These
is gentlemen tell you that slavery is hlcal-so luieal lut

r that it cannot ge.t b.yo'd thoue limits without i
S'cal law to take it there. This ship gets Ih yond ,

the o:le marine league from shore oulnt It)poI the th
_ opnu sea. It is not within the limit- of any tlate

--it is tiupln the cnmmnon highway of itanionis.

I' Could a Brriisa crutizer conme and takellithse slai:v
. from the American ves•asl, and say that they were

fn Iree, becaise slavery is hlwal. atd are itt withii iin
the limits of iany State No. Yet what protects

hi them ? Nothiilg but the deck of an Atu.ricaln
Sve 'sel. That deck is the conuioni domnaini of Ihe

,y Unittd States, and it protect, the property of the

;r citizens. for it is on the conlllon domain of the

.i Union. It has b-een deidedl again anid again. of

lpractically, in the listoriy of our Governmeniit ;
.and if that protection it. affordeld on the deck of thl

the ship, is it nut likewise afforded on the land, bl

d which is also the common domain of this Unionl

t But, f.llow-citizens, one other wo'rd eal that to

s, point. 1 see a speech made, the other day, at in
aI Petersburg, Virginia, by the Senator fronm -lp

it Illinois, in which he holds the following lan- ht

h guage t~ the people of that city: "" You have
t" the same right, under the Clonstitution, to go li'

'- and carry your slaves into the territories that It

I have luine. You have the same right to I)
carry your slaves, cattle anld horses, that I $

r liave to; crry anl? Iproperty that I pies-a', and tit
to you have it,"l he sa•e, '" under the Cl titu- ti-

I tion of the U nited States. Whlenl vyou get w,

- thbre, you and I stand on the same Pfoiting of a
d equalhty tinder the law. You bring your pro. itr pcrty with Ioiu subject to the local law, aiad I

ia brin i mull•, abject to the came lhcal law." ju

d lie says you have the right to carry the pro- be
perty there under the Constitution of the at

a- United States, and be had said in the Sen.ite ',
15 that if the Constitution carried it there lno s

is power on earth can take it away. Now he Sr- says you have a right to carry it iunder the so

t- Constitution, but when you get it there it is

s subject to what? Protection as every other
.h right! No! But to the local law, mantde by a

i- subordinate local authority. The moment it th
a gets there under the Constitution, they canr- drive it off against the Constitution. Gentle- cl

at men, if these poaitions are not inconsistent-

.h if they are not trifling with the intelligenceof et
re a free people, who wanlt to find out and know
to their rights, then I am mistaken. tt

n Mr. IDuglas say.s:
In " Congress never yet passed a law for the ttr protection of any man's property in the terri-

I, tories. Every noanl who goes to the territories
t. with his wife and children and servants is sub-
ad ject to the local law, and relies upon the law t

ag fr protection."
y Let us see if that is so. The Senator frontu- Illinois says: "Congress never yet passied a

Id law for the protection of any man's property it

ad in a territory.' 1 foirbear to reieat what the
,h Supreme Court has decided, but I like to get a

sound, Contittittinal idea into the minds of
te my fellow-citizens.

if " Congress never," says Mr. Douglas,
0- passed a law for the protection of any man a
n. property in a territory." Gealtlemen, it has
nt done so in many ilistances. I happened to
as, meet, the other dlay, with a striking case in i

r- which it did so. In 1834, when great states-
a, men were in the Senate and Hou.se of Repre

it sentatives, and Andrew Jacksonl was President aen of the United States, the Legislature of the t
ed Territory of Florida, undertook to lay a tax

at upon the slaves of non residents higher than
al upon the slaves of residents. The non-resi-

ad dents from Virginia and other States appealed

a to Congress to restrain the Legislature of trt. Florida from discriminating against their

be property. c
bd, The committee in their repost say:

to " The committee are satisfied that the
Mg memorialists are entitled to relief. It is cer- d
am tainly against the policy of the Ulited States,

as well as the dictates of common justice, to r
es- allow any Territorial Legislature to tax the

property of non-residents higher than the I
salme property of residents.
at " The committee think that Congress should t

ur- always protect the property of citizens of the t
um United States when subjected to the operation h

of of unjust legislation by Territorial Govern-
es. meonts. In the case above referred to, that

ess principle of protection is asserted, and main-
ial tained in practice. The sante principle re-

in, quires the same practice now, and for that pur-
ry, pose the committee herewith report a bill."

on Pardon me, the two sections are short, I
to will read them: r

" Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
in- Representatives of the United States of

It: America, in Congress assembled, Thatall such
nd acts, or parts of acts, passed by the Legisla-

it tive Council of Florida, as may impose a
>ld higher tax on the slaves, or other property of t

are nonwresident citizens, be, and the same are

if hereby repealed and declared null and void."
ad Not content with that, the second section t

ald provides that if any person shall attempt to
et. enforce the law he should be liable to punish-

m- eant. The section reads thus :
i- And be it further enacted, that if any per-

the son shall attempt to enforce any of the acts of
,to the Territory of Florida as aforesid, by de-
aid manding or receiving any tax, imposition or

Sasseuam et authorized or prscribed thereby,ie s•ch peo shall, on conviction thereof, be
rd puned by alse not exceeding $200, or by

o- Imprionment ant exceeding sa months, or

He eiter or both of said punishmaents.

Oh, gentlemen, would it not be an inselt
e to your umderstanding to say that was not an
-interfereiu of Congress to protect private
ea proprty from the encroachment of Territo-
pike val legislation Yet that gentleman says
, "Congresm never yet passed a law for the pro-
ab teetion of any man's property in Territorie."

Of coursme, I do not doubt that he believed the
rtateament, but I believe hima at the elasen of

The principles I have taledfeebly to rindi-

eats bhere, are the principles on which the Con-
Stitutioaal Democracy stand to-day; the only

Spriadipl tpon which any human being willIto preted charge them with the porpose of

disunion. If they are the principles of the
SConstitution and the Union, then we are
SCus• tittmaistsu and UnioalstU. YeIts, fellow-

Scitizens, fir two or the moeths back youShave heard one loud and incessamt clamor,
uJ that I and the Coniatitutismali Democracy be-

long to a disanlo orgeanlantion, and that our
all siai to break up the oualenmtie of the

Iy 1 hardly kow, as far as that is a personal
a charge gainst myselt how to aw it. (AI

-, voice-*Call them lisa'") I hear it repeated

ad by payo writes and weaderiag orators
a • a a i u madle Ia dslanioln l" These men

bP t en Uo th tate" Ya appl toaCthem, wan, n van . Yesa my, stl*-
re, these a tihe p ples e the Centita-

,lthie, i duuirsand by te pratie of t
- n t mewes' is, "dheasen"
dYel aytothe. they are prinleshofs
the Unbie and adeutla, s dntertne by
the hig•e t.ssll.* the land. hsiianr

thoe pr iple w aotn ase prnaless adne-die se taslity. We ar asrtinu thk•em

ty nanisna wlih 5m Cea tt t ei-

ail g a lntlsm awhe as r lq

!hntillw~~lr ~r a

INow, I have shown you the point of ditlr- j thi
ence between us in that bill and the agreement the
between the friends of the bill. I have shown the
you the decision of the Supreme Court. We ala

have arrived at a point where there should WI
have been hiarmny and l"u•'e. We have ur- 1

rived at the point agr.eed upon. Tlhe only pr
point of dill ti.a ce had been dete

r
mined by uLi

the highest judicial authority of the I'nited til
State . anid tihe ,qual I of the rights of per- an
Ison.- .tld property of till the, citizens would fr
have bccn recognuzeld, .wtamped by the seial of

judiciial a.ithrit, and we wioul not have had tin
inl\ controversy or agihttion exciept by a little chl

bald ,f Ab litionii-t, whom the conservative an
ma:-'s w,,uld have subdued. The lpubhli- as

tanil. otf c(.,ur.e, tradlce'd thet Court, but it twas cr

never t, have beei expeccted that any friend the

of the, Kannsa- bill-any one pledged to abide an;

by the dci.-ion. would attempt to override isl;

thattdei.i.on. \"Wihat," you will say, "no- ion

body diputed that at all." Sti

\'ou will think that now you will have time ais

to turn your attention to t the great material

interests of the country. You have laid the De

spectre of slavery agitation ! Not at all ! un-

haplily, not at all

The opinion of the Supreme Court was de- Tb
livered in I-,7. Everything was quiet until an
1I+58, when the Senator from Illinois, Mr. Be

Douglas, was a candidate for re-election to the ole
Seinatie from the State of Illinois, and then for of
the fir-t tiume in the hiitory of American poll- '.

tics we tind the opinion advanced that there of
wa. a mde. by which subordinate authorities di:
may overrulde the opinion of the highest judi- fe
cial tribunal in the Union. There we find no d,-
purpose to abide by the. agreement to take the thb
judicial decision of their Constitutional right, ch
but the declaration i- made that a subordinate
authority Iliay contiseate or exclude from the to
Territory the iroperty of citizens of Southern inl
States, without regard to the opinion of the wl
Supreme Court. I don't want to do injustice, thi

so I will read it. It is short:

In a debate betwtween Senator Douglas and
Mr. Lincoln the former said: "The next
question propounded to me by Mr. L. is, 'can I
the people of a territory, in any lawful way do
against the wishes of the Urnited States, ex- tri
clude sl'.very from their limit prior to the for- re
mation of a State Conetitution?' I answer at
emphatically, as Mr. L. has heard me answer to
a hundred times, from every stump in Illinois, pr
that in my opinion the people of a territory di
can, by lawful means, exclude slavery from su
their limits prior to the formation of a State mi

Constitution." th
That is the question put to him. and that ha

was the question we agreed in the Kansas bill so
to retier to the Supreme Court of the United
States. That is the question decided as I have co
just shown you, by the Supreme Court of the th
United States, by the speech of Mr. Douglas of
in which they say that neither Congress nor a Pe
Territorial Legislature has the power to ex-
elude slavery : but that the only right is the d(

right coupled with the duty to guard and pro- I
tect it. 1 have shown you that Mr. Douglas re
agreed to submit the question to that Court. w
and that Mr. Douglas acquiesced in the de- in
ciion. 

to

Mr. Douglas, further on, says the question tr
is an abstract one. An abstract que-tion ? A g
question involving the Union, and involving
the rights of half of them. It "matters not hi
Swhat the Supreme Court may hereafter decide, ar
Sthe people may lawfully exclude it." I have w

shown you in 1856, in the Senate of the Of

United States, he said, "If the Constitution
authorizes it to go there, no power on earth pi
can take it away." I would like to see these W
two statements reconciled. (Applause.) gi

r Whether the Constitution did authorize it to IN
go there, was a question that he agreed to re- al
fer to the Court; and then after the Court de- at
cides, he says no matter how the Court may fU
decide, the people may lawfully exclude slavery of
from the territories; and these declarations a
remain uncontradicted. and not taken back; as

e and he asserts to-day as he ,sserted before, ti
e that the people of a territory may exclude m

slave property of the Southern people prior to is
the formation of a State Constitution-that a

e Territorial Legislature may do it. " Hence," so
n he says, "no matter what way the Supreme dt

t Court may hereafter decide as to the abstract se
it question whether slavery may or may not go ti

into a territory under the Constitution, the w
people have the lawful means to introduce or di
exclude it, as they please, for the reason that p1
slavery cannot exist a day or an hour any-
where, unless it is supported by local police gs
f regulations !'i

I should have thought that the ghost of the w
N ebraska bill-the spectre of that abused bill is
-- would have risen up to prevent such a de- de
claration as this! (Applause.) ti

a I say, gentlemen, in answer to the accusa- tl
tion made against me of maintaining this e:

e doctrine, and which I have disproved, I say it ls
is not statesmanlike to agree to refer a Consti- u
n tutional point to the Supreme Court of your of
country, and then, when the Supreme Court p
' of your country has decided it, say, " It mat- a
ters not what way hereafter decided," the
power remains.

A roice-"That's higher law."
That looks almost as much like higher law t

Sas some higher law we have heard of further
Seast. I wiere disposed to imitate an emi-

e nent but a bad example, I might say there is
y no hbonest man in the United bitats, as he said o

r of me, who can deay that the agreement was

made; that the decision was made in accor-
dance with our view of the Constitution; and k

that the agreement has been violated by the
SSenator and his personaladherentb, who agreed b
Sto abideby it.

Fellow-citixens, the serious iudieposition e
" under which I have labored for some days, 1
making it almost impossible for me at times to h
me the assemblage before me, makes me un-
able to divide of my speech in proper propor-

tiou. as 1 should desire to do. considering the
-tine I have already occupied your attention.
You will excuse me if, being somewhat desul-

in my remarks, I omit some topic to
which I should call your attention.How is tisb quetion set T l ave I argued it
Stoday-is it cr onl arguesd by waleme ho
e ntertta the masse opiaen that I d- ept a a
Smmanly way, according to our best aility, ad

i aseording to our anderstaudlag of the Conatite
5" tie0n Don'twe statethelpreopnitenirlyl Doea't
e we state it l the leaguage o the preme Court ~
ar' litef ) Deoa't wee stand upon the Coatittion as
be aIdjdged by abt court, and expre er reasons

in temperate, manly and respectful gpmea•? I
al Compare thea maner la which the Sap•emeCourt
A declded the question with the mmer •a which
d the distYLgeled atlemn states the other peo- I
rs potion. Bow does he state it Me are quoa-
ia ions ups. which the heat latellets of the country a

a are eesesla, gagin Uathe attention @f the whse at
S baedst em ats; of s mst eagnt triusal o a

Sarth; ddaed la the Sitea nd Bene of ep
k. resataies, and hfbeae an analons lwho

.want tokaw how toatupto ptto Mowa•
he htelquestlon stated.bomo ead $seceanntry
tohetother The eis hwhat that we 1
wi " ag ue with ye a dr• and t Te ia . with-

agthe ssa ? Thu msmmt

to mY thg yei darll vwy l her domw the
reset as uasling peoe. TLh agnmp t

Semita et a appat to the poteIa af em atie
of the Usies p ed lthe.

ST na pmsc o stndm s Unrt gan Com

IjhS ' s s *m .ebbsbh a abm s I eem the w
d~lrqm a m l~.Lrllll'M aIek• -"

things during the Territorial condition. why do

they seize upon the word slave. and appealing to sue

thelmsssions of the people say, "'You shall not force I ,

slavery down the throats of an unwilling people." tic

Who wants to do it ? o)es the existence of the bal
question of the' constitutional protection of private an
Iprope'rt in the' common domain of this Union til
Suntil i State is lomned. which can take charge of go
property and determine it. endanger the Union" do
Sub-titute the word property for the word slave, all
and see how it would read. "You attelmpt to so
force slavery down the throats of an utiwilling tai

I people." You attempt to force property down U,
the throeats of unwilling peopl,'. (laughter and
cheers,) ansl there is no dit•.rence between slave
and other property, as the court has decidedl. and n
as they admit. The Territorial Legislature is the c
creature of Congree ; Congress is the creature of cl
the Constitution and the Counstitution of the States; ti

and here you would have a little Territorial Leg- th

islature, three or four degrees removed from the 1'
source of power, with the right to exclude the tel

States front their own domain. That is the irre- me
sistible conclusion. tie

These are. not the doctrines of the Constitutional sai
Democracy. These are not the doctrines of the to
Kentucky Opposition, either, or were not that th
year. These are not the doctrines of the Constitu- pr
tion; these are sectional doctrines. (Cheers.)
These are not the doctrines that make the peace by
and harmony of the Union of States. (Cheers.) te
Because we will not take them. abandoning the
old practice of the Government, and the decision rit
of the 3upre'me Court in our favor--ecause we vi,
will not bow down to a doctrine that deprives us on
of our rights. and is subversive of our right--the
distinguished Senator said at Norfolk. we are a Ti
faction. and must he destroyed ; when we are so
destroyed. they will stick their daggers through by
the Constitution of our country. (Immense
cheering.)

Just here. before I go to other matters, I want
to say one word in regard to the doctrine of non-

inte.rvention, as it was originally understood, and pr
which is now mixed up to confuse the people with its

the expre'•ious "' Popular Sovereignty" and
'Sqpatter Sovereignty." Co

The names of Clay, Webster and others have de
been invoked to sustain this doctrine. The local
fact of the Compromise of 1850 has been invoked pr
for the same purpose. I a.•ert that from lt8 A8
down to the present period-when this false doe- th
trine, repugnant alike to the Constitution and foi
reason-was thrust upon the country, no respect- th
able political party held the opinion that a Terri- ui
torial Legislature had a right to exclude slave ti(

property pending its territorial condition. When th
did Clay ever hold such an opinion ? When were foi

such doctrines embodied in the Compromise C<

measure of 1850 ? When was such a doctrine in ro
the Clayton Compromise of 1848, of which you oft have heard so much, and which was defeated by a wi

I small vote? m
I They all looked to the period when they should at

come into the Union as a State as the time when of
the territorial authorities might act on the subject eta
of property. and hold or to exclude the slave pro-

perty of the South. (Applase.)

Time, fellow-citizens, will not allow me to
do much more than state the propositions ; but u
I will read short abstracts from the celebrated di
report made by the committee of thirteen, of TI

which Mr. Clay was chairman, which resulted
in the Compromise Measures of 1850. Listen
to it, I pray. It is calm, lucid, has no clap- C
trap phrases, and puts me in mind of the lan- er

guage used by the Supreme Court:
I'.t is higbh time that the wounds which it sb

has inflicted should be healed up and closed,

and that to avoid in all futuretimethe agitation ar
which must be produced by the conflict drf
opinion on the slavery question-existing as
this institution does in some of the States, and
prohibited as it is in others, the true principle
a which ought to regulate the action of Con-
gresy in forming Territorial Governments for
each newly acquired domain, is to refrain from
all legislation on the subject in the territory
acquired, so long as it retains the territorial de

form of government, leaving it to the people de

of such territory when they have attained to
a condition which entitles them to admission P

-as a State, to decide for themselves the ques-
tion of the allowance or prohibition of do- F

e mestic slavery." (Applause-a voice, "That
o is true doctrine.")
a Though in a very different manner, and by m

something like argument,and by means above re
e those to which I have been alluding, from

t sources yet more eminent, comes the informa m
o tion that I, and the political organization with b

e which I am connected, are laboring for the be
r disruption of the Confederacy. I do not re-

.t ply now to what Mr. Douglas says all over of
New England, in Virginia, and wherever he m
e goes, because it is quite naturat for a personas th

much interested as he, to think that any man
e who opposes his principles must be a disunion-

Sist. (Cheers and laugter.) Indeed, by his
declaration we must be all disunionist, in Lea- in
tucky, for he declares that those who assert m-that a Territorial Legislature has no power to an

is exclude slave property, and that Congress al
it should interfere for its protection, are dis- a
i- unionists, and that is what the old Opposition

ir of Kentucky said last year, and which I will
't prove to have been their paoition, exprssed in of
-every torm that it could be.

where I thought certainly my haracter and b
antecedents were pretty well known, one of h

Sthe oldest, one of the meat honest--in all re- er
r pect one of the most eminent of all our pub- la
-lic men-has not Indeed said that I was a dis- i
i unionist, but has intimated, if not one, I am w

i connected with an organization whose bone U
Sand body is disunion. I refer to a speech of e*
' Mr. Orittenden, made at Louisviltle. I have -

d known and admired Mr. Crittenden since I or

was a boy. ie also has known me. Toward
him and his I have ever cbrished, Sd e tpet

to cherish, relations of the mat respectai and
* cordial esteem. There arnereasons which
I caru not to give to the publie, that, evea if I"
Shad grounds for it, wud prevent me f om
' venturing beyond the limits of the meat ree-
r- pectful courtesy, in answering what he has

Ae sad. After spakina of Mr. Liaeoln In termsu

Sfully as compimentary, it ems to me, as h i
Sprinciples merit, aithug opposing hima|ruly,,s Mr. Crittsedea doe, and after spakin of

the Senator from Illinois ia terms of the h -
it es eulogy, as it seems to me, be emes to

, pea of his fellow-c iea, expressingm the lin-
Sgring hope that I am not a disaioast.

S(lughter.) Like a hibane lawyer he gives w

m't me, personally, the benelt of a doubt, and for gi
Sthis Ithank him. ( ad ap au ) *

A voice-" Hurrah for
e As to my connection with pri or ss party, which tend that way, I my speak of
n thatprstly. Myobjectow is, to relieve el
h mysef persnaly from the aeuestiona or im- o

Sotation that I am such. I would grey it
a b: rerd that I shold have eIvedd II

ry streaong and direct blow, tha to r~ee~d, as 1
n d o1 the kiad ad reletant emastnn of r- 8
on rowtAl ria. (Appmlause.)

nla i I may say, in remrd to the d-
tianks l eedim a who is ssedetd with
a me a anddd es for Via Presideat, that his

r whole lie I s a refutatlon sno a atre If

Sade anslat him. Bern la North Caolina,
see-etf a I', olviag nba dama aU

ie n the a ag t, t hed bt, a Id s•boIo

t as selo ve alld br•ngst the
tha, l afats, Itre toheg at y ar o Uden.

S e' man is t e eoles
e ee n grat d eal d.s m ae na his i

-et r a t ; sat herebr, uee

aern withis sight dthi spat; heaen i

ILr jnd; .be nealy , Iy eatyea r feeasen Ivibeslahe e~ln~-u g tugetl delha t In~b i l

,,ything in my record which would sanction
-uch acharge orsuch an imputation. (Cheers.) tt
I will not degrade the dignity of my declara- w
tion by epithets, but I proudly challenge my tC
bitterest enemy to point out an act, to disclose tt
an utterance or re(v,Nal a th,,ught of mine, hos-
tile to the (Constitution or the Union of the Il
States. (Loud cheers. A v,ice--- liHe couldn't
do it.") TIhe man doe, ' ,t live. hlowe-ver .ex
salted his character, who has power enough to
couple my name suceessl'ully with the slightest
taint of dislovalty to the Contitution and ri
Union of my country. (Great applause.) ii

But, fellow-citizens, if there be. nothing in az
my character or antecedents to justify his ac-
cusation, what i5 there in the latform uoflrin i
ciples upon which I stand? It is not pre- l"
tended that these resolutions which relate to ,.
the acquisition of Cuba and a railroad to the I
Pacific, contain anything having the slighte-t It
tendency in that direction. It can, thereftore,
mean only those resolutions which have rela- da
tion to the question of territorial power and si
slave property, in the territories. I will rend I
to you those resolutions, and you will see if 84
they be according to the decision of the Su- a
preme Court, as I have shown it to be to-day. Wi'a

What are they? Thisis theplatform adopti'dl I i
by the Baltimore Convention, which nomina- te
ted me for the Presidency of the United States. nm

1. Resolved, That the government of a Ter- I
ritory organized by an ast of Congress is pro- (ui
visional and temporary, and during its exist-
ence all citizens of the United States have an i-
equal right to settle with their property in a .
Territory without their rights, either of per-
sons or property, being destroyed or impaired
by Congressional or Territorial legislation. th

2. Resolred, That it is the duty of the Fe-d-
eral Government in all its departments to pro- at
tect, when rnecessary. the rights of persons and G
property in the Territories, and wherever else li
its Constitutional authority extends. I"

The third resolution providesthat when they
come to form a State Constitution, they may :t
decide the question of slavery for themselves. til

That, fellow-citizens, is the platform of te
principle avowed. Are they Constitutional ?
Are they just? Or are they sectional? I' ci
they are Constitutional, they are not sectional :; r
for the Constitution is broad enough to cover m
the whole Union. Whoever, therefore, stands I
upon the Constitution, can be neither a scc- M
tionalist or a disunionist. I have shown you ar
that these principles are taken almost word L
for word from the opinions of the Supreme St
Court of the United States. They find their a'

root in almost all the precedents and practices o
of the Government. Theyare principhe upon t
which we may well live and by which we
may well be willing to die. (Cheer=.) They ill
are vitally important, and they concern rights y
of person and property ; they cannot be ab- n
stract, minute, or unimportant, for they con-
cern the honor and equality of the States.

What has been the position of Kentucky B
upon that platform? You remember the po- th
sition taken by the gentlemen who were can- re
didates for Governor of this State last year. th
They both held that Territorial Legislatures to
have no power to exclude our property, and ao
each contended that every department of Gov- W
ernment must protect it when it became ne- se
cessary. Mr. Joshua Bell, I believe, went a to
step further than his competitor, by expressing so
his opinion that the time was at that instant th
arrived, when it had become necessary to in- in
terpose the arm of the Federal Government es
to protect our property. Mr. Magoffin held, a
if it became necessary, private property must r
be protected from Territorial interference and a
confiscation. The whole people of Kentucky
voted for one or the other of these distin-

hed gentlemen. Your Congresional
onventions, that nominated candidates for

Congress, indorsed this principle by a most ti
decisive and overwhelming majority. Nay, clmore; if I may refer to the proceedings of a nC
party Convention, the Democratic Convention or
-which met on the 9th of January last at
Frankfort-indorsed the same principle by an
overwhelming majority. I hold in my hand w
the resolution by which it was done. But tit
neither the time nor my strength suices for e
me to read it. I shall Incorporate it in my tr
remarks. 1I

Nay, more. The Senate of the Common- of
wealth of Kentucky, by the unanimous vote of m
both parties, indorsed this same principle as K
being true, by the following resolution: t

" Resolvd, By the whole Senate of the State p
of Kentucky, that the Territories are thecom-
mon property of the Union, and as a field for co
the expansion of the lnstitutions and develop- ev
ment of the energies of our advancing and bJ
progressive people, are open to the citizens of co
all the States; and that there exists no power or
in the General Government, or the Govern-
ment of a Territory during its continuance as hs
such, and until, having attained sufcient popSt
ulation, It shall have formed a Constitution
and been admitted into the Union, to impair U
the right of any citizen who may have emi- TI
grated thereto, to the enjoyment of any species
of property recognised by the States. But t
that this right having been solemnly affirmed s
by the decision of the highest tribunal, shall
be guarded by suitable laws, faithfully admia-
lstered; and if in n casea a Territorial Gov- as
erament assail th4 right by unfriendly ieis- Li
lation,' or experience should show that exst- el

ing laws are inadequate for its protection, it p
will then be the duty of the General Govern- p
ment, by the exercIse of its powers, legislative,
executive and administrative, to provide such to
Ssecurity and protectIon as the exigences of the
occsion may demand." I

What is that but copying the decii of the ri
Sapreme Coart and the rselutiom of theoeavem- at
alon The Hes of Representative of theState U

ofKenteky, last wlater, by a like nanimous tl
vets, p a mda reellea In almost the mmwerds. T
I canet reed it, fr my trengthd•es not allow- T
I wil imapa It with my remrks B o that d
bolt lrt at the pol, last srmmaer, ad by~ ri
uamos vote of thefr repemeatatives la Us t
8ease ad Rese of Repres ettatives of theState, '

have declared that these are the primiples of the
,Coeteae andof the Comewelth of Ke- t,

urely I might pa e re, but want, lamp-
port of these• miipl tithe athority of ome
ofour meat v sa•ead m tiateen•e•oa; I

want te ati ty of Mr. Critld a. Gentleme,
whatevr doeba he may have s to mydelity to
the Comtitatia and the an of the Stales, do
nat hea~t to say, that that emient man L de-
voted to the naeim oefthe States; I do not believe
he weld adveoate prnelples thathe believed an- P

eomtitutoalo or acdacullte detro the Ca 7
sIttitton ed the usia of the eontry, ad If I 5

-an have Is metl md s ad indms la ement. eay t

SIt g s a greay t~wards pbiLngthat they are I
e tae and lmerue te
Ih. olamy bL, e ,lal jeral of e

.eso tthemoathe a lt DrIg SLat 1
meoth the ASevwl reslu wesde plaby a I
, entdha eqmlter, a mhad s,-ve gismein
fhr keawMa ad the dny the

!l 

uhral wthet ema

Sirtl at a dres J tSarie( simo ease rhra MW.

it- Mimtiea O nits
OnB r the g~~~ l (

n Mr. Crittenden's vote is rccorded in ftar,,r of

that resolution. )un the sam,. day a r.".,iion
was pa.wed declaring it to b the duty of ",,.

y to supply such protection as may o,. d, i ,.
e the neceslities of th,, citizenl . air. cI itt ,,!.",_ name is recorded in the aflirn: ttiv o, that r,", -

e lution.
Then. gentlemen. I hals' the v4t,, of iy dirli,guishd friend, Mr. ( trit,.nla. l.,:t the r.,lu-)itions ins the Senate. d, lharin- that th,..ew qu l i ,

"t are not minllte til 4L ni4 porta :t declari',,g tat
the union of the State. re-st upon tLhe tqality of
rights and privile-.. of the titlieul, and that it is
the duty ol the $',t-' ' 1"p cially to guard talaint
any discriminati:on in Ih,.-e righbt of peru •ii
property, dec'larin that: if thwo, rights be an-ail,1
iby the territorial L,,gi-latlre it \ill b ei necessiry
Ltr Congress and every delpartment of the {Gv-,runment to interfeire and Iprotet those right,.

ie Irecisely the principles upon which we stand to-
t day.

.My distinguislucl friend, M1r. Critte.nden, a 1;w- days afterwards followe:,l the.: resolution, .v a
d speech in the Senate. ph!ich I li:,d reported in Ihe
d Daily Glotw. which i. tht, !tcia , organ Uof the
if Senate. It is true that .ir. ( ritten'd,n t xpres, dt- a hope and the opinion that the, tim, nmight ~ v,.r

'omne when it would I nl ce,-arv for (Congr., tod I itervene to protect a Con.titutioilal right in a
l. territory. I trust , ton,. I trut the time will

never come when the territorial amthoriti,. w,
Sregardless of their (onlltitutiolnal obliuation>. will
N undertake to violate an adjudic.athd right e, ia to
make it necessary fir their prt'eediigs to be

n annulled.
a Mr. Crittenden goes on to ,ay. that as the Ter-

ritorial Government hI~ Lu sUrerignll or itle-d pendent right to act on this subject, the Supreme
Court of the United States having determniedthat every citizen of the United States mar go
intmo that Territory. carrying his slaves with hiu
diand holding them there, my opi:ion is that the

d on-titution is to protect that pripcryv which it
had authorized to go there ; theretlire, when thepi oper or extreme case occurs. when i propertyY going there tinder the Supremn Court of ths:e uitid
y States shall require such interlpeitimon, that it is
the duty of Congress to interpose and grant pro.
tection.

Nobly and well said, in language worthy of his
exalted character and reputation- in language, I
re.peat, that would compare favorably with arga.

r ments and utterances of the Supreme Court of theIs United States. (A voice-"Good. for you Major.")
.- Mr. Douglas says. and says today-stands upon it,

u and claims your votes upon it-that the Teritorirald Legislature, no matter what the decision of the

Supreme Court may be. has a right to exclude
r slavery ; that you may take it there, but you nat

leave it unlject to such local laws as the Terri-
n torial Legilature may make. The Supreme Court
says you can't. Mr. Crittenden says nothing en
strike him as more contradictory. nothing more
illogical, than to assert the proposition which Mr.lDouglas has announced, and which, he says, we
must recognize, or if not recognized, he will read
and destroy as he goes.

I take some satisfnction from the fact that they ion. John J. Crittenden, whose name andta
thority will go far in this State, has declared a _recorded on his oath as a Senator in the Senate,
that the principles upon which we stand are the
true principles of the Constitution. (Matht applause.) Fellow-citizens, I cannot enlarge.
SWhat do I think I have done? I appeal to ymr-
selves whether I have not, with reasonable eer-a tainty, conclusively, I will say, repelled the per-

g sonal accusations against me? Have I not shown
* that neither I nor the Constitutional Democracy
lndorse this dogma of the Territorial authority to

t exclude slavery while in a territorial rendition,
, and that we have not broken faith? Have I not

t shown that by the agreement at the time of the peas
Sage of the Kansas-Nebraska bill.the Csmatitutiotnal

it was to be lelt to the Supreme Court? Have
I not shown that the Supreme Court sustained our

I construction of the Constitution ? Have I not
Sshown that the agreement thus made has bees
violated by the declaration that a subordinate so-
thority may have the Constitutional right and ex-
clude slave property, when the Court says it has
not the power? Who has abandoned the ground
or violated the agreement? Whohasviolated the
Sagreement?

I have shown that the principles upon which
we stand, hbarve been sanctioned by the prac-It tice of the government; amrmed by the high-

r eat judicial tribunal in the world; voted to bey true by both political parties in Kentucky in

1869; unanimously asserted by both branches
of the Legislature, and by an overwhelming
majority of the whole Democratic party is
t Kentucky, and declared by Mr. Critteaden to
be ouad and true. (Cheers.) Ithlaklhave
piled up a pyramid of fact and argument is
support of these principles, which ought tor commend itself to the grave consideration d
every intelligent man; 1 have tried to do it
by legitimate facts and arguments. I am not
conscious of having appealed to any prejudies

r or passion of any section.

These principles, thu asserted, will give ms
harmony and peace. They will make each
State in the Union feel that it is a sister to
every other, and every man will feel that hei- tand upon a common footing with his brother.

These prminciples have their root in the Consti-tt tetion, and no party can be sectional which
d maintains constitutional principles; none!II none

SAre we to be driven from their maintsa-.namac? Is this State to be twisted around the
.. Anger of politicians as they would twist a gum-

. elastic end upon their A•lger ? Arethe pe-it pie of Kentucky to turn their back upon the
m- principles whieh last year they felt to be truei
, I)riven by a loud and false clamor ? Are they

h to be bewildered and staggered by a cry f•e maintaining their rights, and when Kentucky

is asking to expre her own opinion as to here rights, is the chivalry of the oammonwealtha- sunk mso low that she dare not assert it? Suchto were not the men who laid the foundation d
as the 8tate. Such were not yor athers in 'iS.
s. They took the lead in vindcaetion of the truth.

- The New England States stigmatized them i
at disnionists, but undeterred they stood by their
rights, and inaugurated a political revolutie
tait preserved the r principle of our system.a Thee were your fathers-te men of 'Sl
SNow, in 1860, the isue i distinctly presentsid
to yes. Will you eprem your own opiails

of the equality of your owa Stot In the Umist
SWill you, by your vote, asert your onrights It n the Vondervsy? The prrsm
Coer yos have them. You yonrsels
have said you haver them. In every term i
which you can express your opinioa to i
Sworld, you have claimed thee rights. H.re they are, embodied in this platform of princh

. ple. Upon the are standing men whoa

you cannet dea to be true to them, and whoaI loyalty to the Co•stltution and the Union d

th eamtry no man can sneessfully atts.e Thea will-o Sy from year own principle
a ras d by yourselves, at the clagerhIe hbell sad t i of uaresomeble oratss• ?

at That is the ue preenteld to the people

V'l•e-"Good," sad mu -•.apls".)- WPlow-ctinea, ayes beer wash me

he (Avolc-"Yeswek, ") on._)
" o asa t allow m, e to as t I
ew rmrks ai tome more shdnei, IadI
E spategim to ye fo the lase wr b

which I am gnei g , melma eshem by,

to I hI U eb atee polltieale i
Asim the Isitaed States wh YL s_ cipte I have ieri s to

deb- . The "

me= ~ l g to ea the Tms ..l


