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Re&TMTld a. AtchiseaVs Beplf jfr the
Ef6tttUiC$Wll.ytlePl-ttiCit- T

, JooetUf ine u rfwnrj imv.
Piatt Citt, June 8th, 1849.

'Hon.D.R.ATCHiioa Sir: In accord
nee with a resolution presented at a Con

tention of the citizens of Platte county, Mo.,
irrespective of party, held at the Court
House in Platte City, on Monday, the 14th

day of Jane, 1849, in "pursuance of public
notice" for the purpoie of giving an ex
pression of the popular will in regard to the

Appeal of the Hon. Thomas 11. Benton from

the 'Jackson Resolutions' of our last Leg--

islatare, and also to give an expression as

to the principles contained in the Wilmot

Proviso, and for such other purposes as may

be connected with these questions." The
undersigned herewith transmits a copy of
the said Resolutions, respectfully request

ing your attention to, and compliance there
with Yours Respectfully,

J. MORIN, Pres't Com.

Resolved, Inasmuch as CoL Benton has
given, in an elaborate speech delivered by

bin in Jefferson City, on the 20th day of

May last, his views on the Wilmot Proviso
and the Legislative Resolutions, witli bis

reasons therefor; and it is important on so

grave a question, that the sentiments of our
public servants should be known, tbe fresi
dent of this Convention be directed to re
quest the Hon. David R. Atchison to give at
an early day, bis opinions on this subject in
writing for publication, with such reasons
therefor, as be may deem expedient. And
that the Hon. Willard P. Hall, the Repre-

sentative b Congress from this district, be

requested to do likewise.

Capt J.Mokih,
President of the Convention of Platte C-o-

Sir: Your note of the 8th inst, together
with a resolution adopted by a convention
of the people of Platte county, Mo., held at
the Court House in Platte City, on the 14th
of May, 1849, has been received. I am re-

quested to give, at an early day, my opin-

ions on the subject of the Wilmot Proviso
and the Resolutions of the Legislature of
this State, on the subject of Slavery, for pub
lication, sc.

With this request, I do now most cheer
fullv comolv. There should be a full nn

derstanding between the Representative and
bis constituents, on all subjects of public
policy; especially upon questions of so grave
and momentous a character, as those involv
ed ia the Wilmot Proviso and the Resolu
tions mentioned.

First, then, as to the Wilmot Proviso : It
proposes "that the government of the Uni
ted States shall, by law, prohibitslavery and
involuntary servitude, otherwise than for
the punishment of crimes whereof tbe party
hill be duly convicted, from all the Territ-

ories of the United States, now in posses
sion, or hereafter to be acauired." I have
stated this proposition as it is understood by
its friends and advocates.

I consider tbe principles contained in this
Proviso, as "fundamentally wrong." 1st,
Because "any attempt on the part of Con-

gress to legislate on the subject, so as to af-

fect the institution of slavery in the States,
in the District of Columbia, or in the Ter-
ritories, is, to say the least, a violation of the
principles upon which the Constitution was
founded." 2nd, "That the Territories ac
quired by the blood and treasure of the
whole nation, ought to be governed for the
common benefit of the States ; and anv or
ganizationof the Territorial government.
excluding the citizens of any part of this
Union, from removing to such Territories
with their property, would be an exercise of
power, by Congress, inconsistent with tbe
spirit upon which oar Federal comnact was
based, insulting to the dignity of the States
thus affected, calculated to alienate one por-
tion of the Union from another, and tend
ing ultimately to disunion." 3rd, Because
it tends to destroy thejuit balance of power
between the free and the slave States.

Can it for one moment, be believed, that
the slave States would have ratified the
Constitution, if thev bad supposed the now.
tr to exclude slavery from all the TerritoJ

mm
ries naa been granted? The power of Con-
gress to legislate for the Territories is ad-mitt-

but with many limitations and re-

strictions. Congress must keep itself with-
in the spirit of the Constitution and its com-
promise. Congress can no more constitu-
tionally prohibit the slaveholder of Mis-
souri from settling in the Territories of tbe
United. States with bU' slaves, than the
Rhode Islander with hlitn.iww- - ....
Methodist, Presbyterian, Turk or Mor
with his wUgion. The one is u much ont
i in legiumau act of power as the other.
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Such inequality in the rights of the citi
zens of the slave and free States, could
never have been contemplated. Can it be
supposed that the slave States would have
ratified a Constitution giving the General
Government the power to close tbe doors
of the slave States upon the slave popula
tion, and thereby, in tbe process of time,
to force the white population to abandon
those States to the negroes? for such would

be the effect of this dangerous power, could
it be exercised.

Upon the principles of justice even ad

mitting the power to be in Congress without
restriction can that body without a total
disregard of right, exclude the citizen slave-

holder of Missouri, from emigrating to New
Mexico with his slaves ? Would it be just
and proper to exclude the gallant soldiers,
who conquered and held that territory, from
settling there, with their slaves ; and yet to
permit men of all nations, of all languages
and colors, without restriction ? Congress
has the power to make all needful rules and
regulations for the government of the Ter-ritori-es,

but those rules and regulations can-

not violate the Constitution, or the princi
ples upon which it was formed.

As to the resolutions of the Legislature,

Iwill obey them: 1st Because they express
the millofmy constituents. To the Gener -
al Assembly of the State of Missouri am
indebted for my seat tn the United Stales
Senate, and Iatknowledge their right to in-

struct, and my duty to obey or resign. 2d.

I will most cheerfully comply with their in-

structions, because I concur in the princi-

ples avowed by. them, and for tbe very rea-

sons assigned in them.
I look upon the instructions contained in

the resolutions passed by the Legislature of
Missouri in 1849 and those contained in the
resolutions passed in 1847 as substantially
the same. Those of 1847 declare, "That
the peace, permanency and welfare of our
National Union depend upon a strict adhe-

rence to the letter and spirit" of the Mis-

souri compromise. If the letter and spir-

it of the Missouri compromise is not strict-
ly adhered to, the Legislature declares that
"the peace, permanency and welfare of our
National Union" is shaken, because it is
made to "depend upon" it.

This language is equally as strong, if not
stronger, than that contained in the resolu-

tions of 1849. They declare that "for the
sake of harmony and for the preservation
of our federal Union they will sanction the
application of the principles of the Mis-

souri compromise." There is but little dif
ference between them I consider them
similar in every respect, and do not think
any act could consistently be done under
the one, which would be debarred by the
other.

Prior to the instructions my action had
been in accordance with the spirit of those
resolutions ; and I take this occasion to ex-

press my gratification, that my action on the
agitating and dangerous question of slave
ry, has been approved of, even by implies
tion ; atd I do not for a moment doubt, but
that those resolutions substantially express
the sentiments of a very large majority of
the people of Missouri. They require me
to oppose the Wilmot Proviso and all kin
dred measures. This I have done and will
continue to do. I do not at all consider that
I am instructed, by any thing contained in
those resolutions, to do any act, having a
tendency to dissolve the Union. A firm
and manly resistance to the infringements
of the Federal Constitution, cannot, with
propriety, be construed into an act, looking
to a dissolution of the Union. The Consti-
tution is the bond of Union. When that is
violated and thrown aside we have no guar-
anties left.

The fiifth resolution, of the last Missouri
Legislature, has my most cordial approba
tion. It u in the words following: "That
in the event of the passage of any act by
Congress conflicting with the principles
hereisfcexpressed, Missouri will be found in
hearty with the slaveholding
States, in such measures as may be deemed
necessary for our mutual protection against
tbe encroachments of northern fanaticism."

As a Senator, I am instructed by the Gen

"United Wsj Stand Divided We Fall,"
V
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eral Assembly of the State of Missouri, to
oppose all assaults upon the slaveholding
States, and nothing more. But if Congress
should adopt the Wilmot proviso, or abol
ish slavery in the District of Columbia, or
do aay other act contrary to the principles
expressed in the resolutions, then, the reso-
lutions declare the State of Missouri will
be found in hearty with the
slaveholding States, in such measures as
may be found necessary for their mutual

j it
protection against the encroachments of
Northern fanatics," and I, as a citizen will
be found with Iissoim, using ry
every means to preserve. the institutions of
the States, and the rights of the citizens
thereof, violation; at the same!8'' after to and

time using every effort to preserve the
ton all the States. Let the citizens of
the slaveholding States be united and pre-
sent an unbroken front, and the storm will
soon blow over, and the sun will again shine.
The Union of these States is in no dsnger,
as long as the compromises and guarantees
of the constitution are respected. Let the
General Government refrain from the ex
ercise of doubtful powers, and we will hear
no complaints of Violated rights or oppres
sive legislations. The only danger to the

Vnion of these States now to be feared,
grows out of the principles and action of

ithe Abolition and Free-So- il parties or I
should rather say the Abolition party, for
the Free-Soile- rs are only a sect of that party.
They, however, have one and the same ob-

ject in view; and that is, to restrict slavery
within its present limits, and ultimately to
abolish it wherever it now exists ; and that
through the agency of the general govern-
ment or by any other means by which it can
be effected.

There is this difference, however, between
the parent and the child ; for Free-So- il is
the offspring of Abolitionism. Tbe Aboli-

tionists declare their object to be, the ex-

termination of slavery wheresoever it ex-

ists, regardless of the walls and fortifica--...a. .
"J"""' " U1,UCU "

ed t II t." L Iu n.r.n. wn.cn can oo useu lor mis
end are lawful with them ; and one of those
means is a dissolution of ths Union. To es-

tablish this point I here iisert resolutions
adopted by the Abolitionists, in their Annu-

al Convention, held in Nets York, not long
since. They were introduced by a Mr. Ed-

mund Quincy, and are as fellows :

"Resolved, That that hich is giving
sirenp.n, extension, and perpetuity to slave-
ry to-wi- t, T'.'E UNION-- on being over
thrown by a peaceful withcrawal from it
bv the fnr kmi.

BSfcience sake and must
necessarily weaken, limit, aid speedily ex-
tirpate slavery from the Anerican soil.
Therefore,

Resolved, That the motto of every chris-
tian and of every patriot siould be 'No
Union with slaveholders, ei her religiously
or politically.'

Resolved, That this is net a question of
expediency, on which actior may be inno-
cently deferred "till a more sonvenient sea-
son," but one of absolute morality of obe-

dience to God and fidelity to mankind to
be met and carried out to the letter without
delay."

The Free-Soile- rs do not avow so much
they design more than they avow. They
will prevent the extension of slavery, and abol-

ish it under the semblance of the constitution and

in due form of law. They do not propose to 'storm
-- v w.wuw, v V.WKOUC Q1JU BUUVVJ UIC gOf II'
son.' They go about the work with method and
skill. They first prohibit and exclude slavery
from the Territories. This confines it to the States
where it now exists. They propoie to abolish it
in the District of Columbia, and in all dock yards,
navy yards, torts, arsenals, &c, and to prohibit
the slave trade between the States ; and ultimate-
ly by the admission of a sufficient nu Tiber of free
States, to be formed out of the free Territories,
to amend the Constitution investing the Gener-
al Government with power to abolish slavery in
the States and finally to place the negro upon
terms of social and political equality with the
white man.

This Free-So- il party, with Martin Van Buren
at its head, has already diistivtd the union of the
Democratic party in some af the free States, and
the work of dissolution is rapidly progressing in
the Whig ranks in the same States ; and let both

whigsand democrats beware lest this party should
effect a distthdio of the Ptderal Union of the

Slalts.
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It is contended that slavery cannot be carried
into the territories or California and NewMexi
co, without law of Congress authorizing the
same ; became it had been abolished by the Me
ican government, prior to the treaty by which it
was ceded to the United States. ' If this propo
sition be true, then is it not strange, passing
strange, that a party should spring up in the Uni-

ted States, one of whose first and greatest prin-
ciples is the prohibition by law, of the extension
of slavery to those very territories from which,

is already excluded 1 Is it not strange that the
.legulatures of every free State in this Union,
ahould resolve in favor of the prohibition of slave- -

in territories from whence it Is already exclu
ided ? If this doctrine be correct, is it not mad--
iness in northern members of Congress, year alter

from and sion session, propose
lnu meuan. w and gov an

eminent to the people of the territories, without
a clause expressly prohibiting slavery 1

A bill was introduced and passed the Senate
at the sesiion of 1847-- 8, providing a Territorial
government for each of the Territories, to-w- it:

Oregon, California, and New Mexico leaving
the question of slavery in the two'Iatter untouch-
ed. Every effort was made by the Free-So-il

men to incorporate their favorite proviso, but
without effect. The Southern Senators, with
few exceptions, if any, voting for the Bill the
Northern Senators, with but few exceptions, vo
ting against it. This Bill went to the House of
Representatives and was there defeated a great
majority of Northern Representatives voting

it ; and the Southern Representatives, with
great unanimity, voting for it

The great object of this Bill, which was re
ported to the Senate by the Hon. John M. Clay-

ton, at that time a Senator from the State'of Dela
ware now Secretary of State was to submit
this very question to the decision of the Courts.
If the Supreme Court of the United States should

decide that it could not exist, and that slaves
could not be held to service by their masters in
those territories, without a law of Congress au-

thorizing it, then the Free-soile- rs had gained all
they contended for. But if, on the other hand,
the Courts should decide that the Territories of
California and New Mexico, were open to the
settlement of (he slaveholder with his slaves,

:.(1U IID UU1UCIU VIU.CU IJWJ UW'CU UUIU1IIK

more than hit nVhU nnderthe destitution of the
O

UnJted SutM For ,his we Bothj
ine more. by the General
Government, is all that we ask.

If it be true that slavery is now excluded from

California and New Mexico, the Free-Soile- rs

are guilty, not only of great folly, but of great
wickedness. If this matter be an abstraction,
why press it ? Why press it with such zeal and

violence, as to drive the Southern people to des
peration, when all that they ask, is to let the

But, Fellow Citizens, this question is no ab
straction. It is a reality. A fearful reality.
The moment California and New Mexico became

territories of the United States, they became sub
ject to all the restrictions imposed by the Consti
tution of the United States, and none others.
The people of those territories are entitled to all

the rights, privileges, and immunities guarantied
by the Constitution. All laws, ordinances, de-

crees, and institutions, existing and in force in
those territories prior to the ratification of the
treaty of Guadaloupe Hidalgo, which are incon

sistent with the Constitution of the United States,
are null and void. Therefore, all restrictions
upon the subject of slavery in those territories,
derived from Legislation by the Mexican Gov
ernment, are null and void by the very act of ae--

quisiium.
No shadow can bring with it such excitement,

alarm and agitation, from one end of this Union

to the other, The Legislatures of all the slave
Stales, with one or two exceptions, have indig
nantly remonstrated against this abstraction if
it be one.

No abstraction can bring this confederacy to the
very verge of dissolution. The best, if not the
only way, to perpetuate the Union, is to adminis-

ter the General Government in the same spirit of
compromise, concession, forbearance, and fratern-

al feeling, in which it was formed.
This question has long been before the country

in some shape or other, but never assumed its
nresent asDeet until about the vear 1835. The
address of the Democratic National Convention
of that year, repudiated the movements of the
agitators In 1 838, the open and incendiary con--'

duct of the Abolitionists caused every true friend
to the Union to become alarmed at what Was like
ly to be the result of their action. The South
ern members of Congress, generally, remonstra-
ted against their nefarious propositions. The
friends to the Constitution and the Union, in Con-

gress, from the North, seeing what it nut in
evitably lead to, tr persisted m, auo ioox ua
alarm. .They determined to arrest the spirit of
aggression, and U stand by the guarantees or the
r ederal Constitution, in that year, ( l&w,; Mr.

j Me

i .

AtLerton, a northern man, a member from the
State of New Hampshire, introduced into
Congress a series of resolutions which, af-

ter mature deliberation and warm disco
sion, were adopted by a large majority.
Upon the principles contained in these reso-

lutions all that have since been put forth
have been predicated.. The Democratic
party of that day were fully committed in
their support, and to show what they were
I herewith give them : V :

1. Resolved, That this government is s
government of limited powers, and that, by
the Constitution of the United States, Con-

gress has no jurisdiction whatever over the
subject of slavery in the several States of
this Confederacy. . V

2. Resolved, That petitions for the abo-

lition of slavery in the District of ' Colum-

bia, and. the Territories of the' Untied
States, and against the removal of alaves
from one State to another, are a part of
plan of operations set on foot to affect the
institution of slavery in the several States,
and thus indirectly destroy that institution
within their limits. . ,

t Resolved. That Congress has no right

rectlv : and that the a citation of the suk-- r
ject of slavery in theDrrtfia hf CojanbUs
or me i erniones, as a means ana wna m

vie w of distarbine or overthrowing that in
stitution in tbe sererat States, ia against the
true sprit and meaning of tbe Constitution,

infringement of tbe rights of the States.
aneciea, ana a oreacn oi me - puoiic . laiui
upon which they entered into the confede-
ration. '

4. Resolved, That tbe Constitution resU
on the broad principles of equality among
the members of this confederacy, and that
Congress, in the exercise or its acknowl-
edged powers, has no right to discriminate
between tbe institutions of one portion of
the States and another, with a view of abol
ishing the one and promoting the other. ,

5. Resolved, therefore, That all attempt
on the part of Congress to abolish slavery
in the District of Columbia, or the Territo
ries, or to prohibit the removal of slaves
from State to State, or to discriminate be-

tween the institutions of one portion of tha
confederacy and another, with the vtewa
aforesaid, are in violation of the constitu-
tion, destructive of the fundamental princi-
ple on which the union of these States rests
and beyond the jurisdiction oi Congress
and that every petition, memorial,' resolu-
tion, proposition, or paper, touching or re
lating in any way, or to any extent wht
ever, to slavery as aforesaid, or to the aboli-
tion thereof, shall, on the presentation there-
of, without any further action thereon, be
laid upon the table, without being debated,
printed, or referred. ; ? tThese are the celebrated Atherton reso-
lutions. They were recognized as good
Democratic doctrine, at the time of their
adoption. They were introduced by a north--
era manand sustained by the south. There
was no cry of disunion raised against then
then. It was believed that the safety of the
Union depended on arresting the high hand
ed and unwarrantable conduct of the aboli-
tionists- These resolutions did so for a time.
So important and so just did they appear,
that the principles they contained were

by the Democratic National Con-
vention in 1844. It is contained in the lib
resolution of that body and is as follows.'

7. "'1 hat Congress has no power under
the constitution to interfere with or control
the domestic institutions of the several
States, and that such States are the sola and
proper judges of everything appertaining
to their own affairs, not prohibited by the
constitution; that all efforts of the abolition
ists or others made - to induce Congress to
interfere with questions of slavery, or take
incipient step! in relation thereto, are calca
lated to lead to the most alarming and dan
gerous consequences; and that all sach ef-
forts have an inevitable tendency to dimin-
ish the happiness of the people, and endan-
ger the stability and permanency of . the
Union, and ought not to be countenanced
by any friend of our political institutions."

It was thought absolutely necessary to
adhere to these principles at that day, and
there has been no cause sufficient to change.
a principle, from that day to this, lnat
which would "have an inevitable tendency
to diminish the happiness of the people, and
endanger the stability of the Union" five
years ago, will have tire same effect now.
We heaid no cry of disunion then, for the
reason, that no one had the hardihood to
cajt the firebrand of abolition in our midst.
The South was unanimous at that time in
defence of her rights. Seeing that she waJ
resolute and determined, those in the north
who. were and are the troa friend to the
Unr- - nrmiiunn tnn tahrhrv of tha
Union," came np to the support of the com-
mon cause the constitution. The resolu
tions adopted by the whole Democratic
party throughout the Union, fullt endorse
the principles contained ia those of the Leg-
islature of Missouri. '

TBS SOETHiaX jtDDazss. '

Fellow Citizens : I deem this proper
time, and occasion, -- to say a few words jn-- f

relation to the address of the Southern
Delegation in Congress, to their constit-
uents. It is well known to you, that I par
ticipated in the deliberation of the South-
ern members, preceding the - adaption of
that address j and that my name with'saea J
others it appended to it; and amoaPithasa i
yon will also recognize some of the eldflsV '
ana most distinguished statesmen mtri - '

patriots whteh oar country ean boast, j .
The meetings were held in the Settle
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